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capitol quotes. 





FOREIGN POLICY -- TWO VIEWS 


Wartime Rescue -- ‘‘...The grim god of war had 
rescued the New Deal from its long, frustrating fail - 
ures. And upon that jingly, fantastic, illusory 
prosperity there was a bloody touch of which no sane 
and righteous man would boast because so much of 
America’s greatest crop -- her young men -- came 
back in wooden boxes. This was partof the great 20 
years.’’ -- Sen, Everett M, Dirksen (R IIl.), Sept. 22 
speech. 








Let Down -- ‘‘ Foreign policy rather than bread- 
and-butter domestic issues is fast becoming the big 
issue in most of the campaigns....The people are 
concerned with the contradictory statements made by 
Administration leaders on foreign policy, par- 
ticularly in the face of earlier assurances by the 
Administration that we had seized the initiative both 
in the Far East and in Western Europe. The people 
expected much more from this Administration and 
they have been let down. So far the Soviet has seized 
the initiative on nearly all sides.’’ -- Sen, Henry M, 
Jackson (D Wash.), Sept. 20 press conference. 


PERSONALITIES 


...L.ate reports show that several key Pentagon 
officers have been slipping off to New York for quiet 
conferences withGeneral Douglas MacArthur. Army, 
Navy and Air Force officers have made the trip to 
consult with the general about some knotty problems 
of the day...Checkers, Vice President Nixon's famous 
cocker spaniel, is Creating a problem, Like others of 
the breed, Checkers likes to sleep in the middle of 
the road,...Commerce Secretary Sinclair Weeks isa 
loyal Harvard Alumnus, but he has puzzled his old 
classmates by surrounding himself with three per- 
sonal assistants who are all Yale graduates..,,And 
Sen. Margaret Chase Smith has introduced a reso- 
lution calling for an investigation of the Senate 
restaurant, It seems a subversive bug crawled out 
of her pie.’’ -- Rep. Allan Oakley Hunter (R Calif.) 
Sept. 23, newsletter. 


EXPENSE ACCOUNT 


‘* ...1 never went on one of those Congressional 
Committee trips, but I was told our actual expenses 
would be paid. Now I don’t think they will be, be- 
cause the (House Judiciary) Committee would be in- 
vestigated if all bills were filed....During the first 
two days I was nicked for $5.00, $6.00 and $7.00 so 
often that I ran out of money. I decided to let eating 
go for three meals and see if this tidal wave of 
expense couldn't be stopped. I seemed to hollow up 
fast, as I had been only on half-rations since leaving 
Washington. I wrote out a check for $15.00 and handed 








it to the cashier. He gave me a dirty look, It was a 
set-back to me as at that time I needed encourage- 
ment, He said, ‘Where are you from?’ I was proud 
to tell him, ‘Washington.’ This glowering-eyed man 
then spoke his mind. ‘Oh,’ he said, ‘I suppose you 
are one of those lawmakers. I have heard they want 
more pay, but they never have any money. Now, 
Mister, if that check bounces | will have you investi- 
gated by the McCarthy Committee. You can’t pull 
that stuff here -- we have made full arrangements 
for men like you -- look out the window, and you can 
see San Quentin and Alcatraz.’....1 have already 
figured up my bill of expenses and will be a net 
loser by $250.00. No more trips for me unless forced 
to go.’’ -- Rep. Usher L, Burdick (R N.D.), Sept. 23 
newsletter. 


FOOD FOR HUNGRY PEOPLE 


‘‘Periodically someone writes me asking, in 
effect, ‘Why, with our granaries bursting with surplus 
food, do we not give it to the hungry peoples of the 
world?’...In response to a recent inquiry, I checked 
with the Department of Agriculture to find out how 
Congressional authorizations were being imple- 
mented. Is the food really getting to those who need 
it in foreign countries? On the whole, the answer is 
yes. And on a scale beyond anything the world has 
ever witnessed. ‘There are, of course, enormous 
diplomatic, political and distributive barriers to be 
overcome....Obviously, the distribution of surplus 
foods to the world’s hungry people is only a beginning 
step in helping them. Any aid, tobe really effective, 
must look to long-range projects, which will enable 
the under-developed countries to raise their own 
living standards to the point where they will not need 
our charity, however generously conceived and 
offered....lt is a tough, complex problem, and we are 
still trying to find the right answers.’’ -- Rep. 
Harold C, Ostertag (R N.Y.), Sept. 30 newsletter. 


DIVORCE SOUGHT 


** ,..«Quite an ado was made when Harry Truman 
suggested that a Democratic Congress could more 
aptly support Ike’s program. That the Democrats in 
the 83rd Congress upheld Ike’s program more often 
than his own party solons seems to bear this out....A 
Republican Congress, wedded to big business and 
complacent in the face of growing unemployment, is 
not the answer to Ike’s problem. Let’s face the real 
issue. The question is not what type Congress will 
better serve Eisenhower's program, but what type 
Congress will better serve the best interests of the 
whole of the people and not the temporary benefit of 
individuals and corporations?’’ Rep William J. Green, 

_Jr. (D Pa.), Sept. 24 newsletter. 
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EISENHOWER SUPPORT 


Republicans Backed The President More Consistently Than Democrats Did, 


But Opposition Furnished Crucial Votes To Make Victories Possible 


Republicans supported President Eisenhower 
more consistently than Democrats during the 83rd 
Congress, but the opposition chipped incrucial votes 
to make most of his legislative victories possible. 


On 198 clear-cut tests of support for the Presi- 
dent’s program and leadership, Congressional Quart- 
erly found that Republicans voted ‘‘with’’ Mr. Eisen- 
hower 72 per cent of the time, while the Democrats 
scored 45 per cent. 


The President won 164 of the tests and lost 34. 
Without support from at least some Democrats, he 
would have lost 121 of the 164 victories. 


CQ’s figures for the 1954 session alone show 
that Mr. Eisenhower needed Democratic help in 63 
of 90 victories. He lost 25 times. Active Support 
scores for 1954: Republicans, 72 per cent; Demo- 
crats, 43 per cent. 


While CQ’s Support analysis does not provide a 
final yardstick for judging support of the President, 
it is the only objective statistical measurement. 
Since only actual votes on roll calls are counted, no 
weight is given to less tangible factors which may help 
or hinder Mr. Eisenhower but can’t be added up. 


198 ROLL-CALL TESTS 


CQ checked the 407 roll-call votes taken during 
the 83rd Congress and determined, on the basis of 
the President’s declarations, whether or nothehada 
clear position on the issues involved. He had on 


198. The record showed whether, as Congressman - 


Eisenhower, he wouid have voted ‘‘yea’’ or ‘‘nay’’ on 
those 198 roll calls. 


Active Support is the percentage of Eisenhower 
issues on which a Congressman voted ‘‘with’’ the 
President. Active Opposition is the percentage of 
Eisenhower issues on which a Congressman voted 
“‘against’’ the President. A Congressman’s Opposi- 
tion score cannot be derived by subtracting his Sup- 
port score from 100 per cent, since he may have 
missed some roll calls. 


Here are the parties’ composite scores: 


GOP Democrats 
1953-54 1954 1953-54 1954 

SUPPORT 

Both chambers 72% 72% 4S% 43%, 

Senate 72 73 41 38 

House 72 71 46 44 
OPPOSITION 

Both chambers 18 18 40 41 

Senate 17 16 43 46 

House 18 18 39 38 


GOP SUPPORT STRONGER 


Democrats opposed the President's viewpoint 
almost as consistently as they supported it. In the 
Senate, they voted against his position more often than 
they backed it. GOP support was about four times 
as strong as opposition. 


In the Senate, 42 Republicans and eight Demo- 
crats supported the President more than half the time 
during 1953-54. In the House, during that period, 207 
Republicans and 85 Democrats voted ‘‘with’’ Mr. 
Eisenhower 50 per cent or more ofthetime, No one 
scored 100 per cent. 


yewonol Week ending Oct. 1, 1954-- PAGE 1219 





The highest individual Senate score for Support 
in 1954 was Majority Leader William F, Knowland’s 
(R Calif.) 91 per cent. Sen. Spessard L., Holland (D 
Fla.) led the Democrats with 78 per cent. Low man 
among the Republicans was William Langer (RN.D.), 
with 26 per cent, while Estes Kefauver (D Tenn.) 
trailed the Democrats with 17 per cent. 














For 1953-54, Frederick G, Payne’s (R Maine) 
91 per cent was in first place. Holland was the top 
scorer among the Democrats, with 80 per cent; 
Langer was low man in the GOP, with 29 per cent; 
and Dennis Chavez (D N.M.) and Robert S, Kerr (D 
Okla.) tied for the bottom rung -- 22 per cent -- in 
the opposition party, 











In the House, Cecil M, Harden (R Ind.) had the 





highest 
Sutton (D Yenn.) had the lowest, three per cent. 
Antonio M, Fernandez (D N,M.) scored highest -- 74 
per cent -- among the Democrats, and Dewey Short 
(R Mo.) -- with 32 per cent -- trailed the GOP, 





HOLMES HIGH IN 83RD 


Por 1953-54, Hal Holmes’ (R Wash.) 93 per cent 
led the individual House scores and Charies A 


Buckley’s (1) N.Y.) 6 per cent trailed. Courtney W 
Campbell (D Fla.) was high man for the Democrats, 
With 72 per cent, and Noah M, Mason (R III.) was 


last in the GOP, scoring 32 per cent. 





Many of the comparatively low Support scores 
are due to absences, rather than entirely to opposi- 
tion to the President. Most absences were due to 
illness, official business, or the need to conduct 
primary election Campaigns. 


Within each party, no region was notably stronger 
than any other in support for the President during 
1953-54. All Republican groupings scored well over 
50 per cent, but House Democrats from Western 
states were the only regional group in the opposition 
party to support Mr. Eisenhower more than half the 
time, Here are the regional standings: 


fast West South Midwest 





REPUBLICANS 
Both chambers 76%, 76%, 68%, 679, 
Senate 78 75 67 64 
House 75 77 68 68 
DEMOCRATS 
Both chambers 46 48 43 47 
Senate 43 40 41 40 
House 46 54 44 49 


REPUBLICANS NEEDED HELP 


Naturally, more Republicans than Democrats 
supported the GOP President on most test roll calls 
during the 83rd Congress. However, the Republican 
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1954 Support score, 92 per cent, while Pat 


majority in the House was slim, while inthe Senate it 
was non-existent during some periods. In addition, 
neither party voted unanimously very often. GOP 
absences and/or defections, therefore, usually cut the 
total of Republicans voting to uphold the President 
below the number needed to prevail. 


When Democrats made upthe deficit, Mr. Eisen- 
hower won. This happened 49 times inthe Senate and 
14 times in the House during 1954. During the two 
years of the 83rd Congress, Democrats supplied the 
victory margin 87 times inthe Senate and 34 times in 
the House. 

These ‘‘rescues’’ included some roll calls on 
which only a handful of Democrats voted ‘‘with’’ the 
President, as was the case when the House voted down 
a proposal to increase personal income tax exemp- 
tions. Mr. Eisenhower opposed the increase. Two 
hundred and one Republicans agreed with the Presi- 
dent, voting ‘‘nay,’’ but 10 voted ‘‘yea.’’ To defeat the 
proposal, 207 ‘‘nays’’ were needed. One hundred and 
ninety-three Democrats voted ‘‘yea’’ -- against the 
President’s position -- but the nine who voted ‘‘nay’’ 
supplied the needed six votes plus a cushion of three. 
The proposal to increase exemptions was rejected, 
204-210. 


SUPERFLUOUS SUPPORT 


In some cases, Democratic support was super- 
fluous, since enough Republicans voted ‘‘with’’ the 
President to win even if all voting Democrats had 
voted ‘‘against’’ Mr. Eisenhower. This happened 11 
times in the Senate and 16 times inthe House during 
1954. During 1953-54, GOP votes were adequate with- 
out Democratic help 16 times in the Senate and 27 
times in the House. 


Chairman Homer Ferguson (R Mich.) of the 
Senate GOP Policy Committee released another 
analysis of Eisenhower support Sept. 29. He said 167 
Senate roll calls of the 83rd Congress ‘‘involved 
President Eisenhower's program.’’ On these votes, 
Ferguson said, 50 per cent or more of the Republi- 
cans who voted supported the President 155 times. 
Half the voting Democrats or more voted against the 
President 87 times,according to the analysis. 





In a similar check, CQ found the majority of 
voting Republicans supported the President on 67 of 
the 77 Senate test votes in 1954. The majority of 
voting Democratic Senators backed Mr. Eisenhower 
on 33 of the roll calls. In the House, the President 
carried the GOP majority 32 of 38 times, while the 
majority of voting Democrats supported him 24 times. 


Ferguson and CQ did not use the same roll 
calls as the basis for analysis, and in some cases 
disagreed on what the record showed about the P resi- 
dent’s position. 





Fact Sheet 


EISENHOWER SUPPORT 


GROUP SCORES 
KEY 


Col, 1 -- Support, 1954 

Col, 2 -- Support, 83rd Congress (1953-54) 
Col, 3 -- Opposition, 1954 

Col. 4 -- Opposition, 83rd Congress (1953-54) 


1 2 3 


GOP Congressmen 12% 72% 18% 
GOP Senators only 173 72 16 
GOP Reps. only 71 72 18 


Dem. Congressmen 43 45 41 
Dem, Senators only 38 41 46 
Dem. Reps. only 44 46 38 


All Senator s* 56 56 31 
All Representatives* 58 59 28 


*--Includes independent 


HOW PRESIDENT FARED 


Here is a summary of the President’s victories and 
defeats on Eisenhower-issue roll-call votes. The score 
for the first session alone can be derived by subtracting 
the 1954 score from the 1953-54 score. 


For list of 1954 Eisenhower issues, see pp. 1225-27. 
For list of 1953 Eisenhower issues, see C() Almanac, 
Vol. IX, 1953, p. 83 


1954 1953-54 1954 1953-54 
Victories 90 164 
Senate 60 103 
House 30 61 


Defeats 
Senate 17 23 
House 8 1i 


Victories in which Dem. suppliedmargin 63 
Senate 49 87 
House 14 34 


Victories inwhich GOP votes adequate 27 
Senate 11 16 
House 16 27 


Defeats in which Dem. support was greater 6 
Senate 2 4 
House 4 6 


Defeats in which GOP support was greater 19 
Senate 15 19 
House 4 5 








Major Test Votes 


CQ selected 12 of the 115 Eisenhower-issue roll 
calls of 1954 as major test votes. (See items marked 
(*) on list, pp. 1225-27.) The President won seven, 
lost five. 


In the Senate, the President prevailed on the St. 
Lawrence Seaway, Bricker Amendment to curb treaty 
powers, tax relief for stockholders and flexible farm 
price supports. 

He lost Senate tests on a three-year extension of 
the reciprocal trade program, Hawaiian statehood and 
labor law revision. Later, the trade law was extended 
for one year. Hawaiian statehood was stymied when it 
was combined with statehood for Alaska, 


In the House, Mr. Eisenhower won on dividend tax- 
ation, Seaway and farm price supports. 


He lost on public housing and federal reinsurance 
of private health insurance programs. Later, Congress 
granted a small part of the President's public housing 
request. 








Active Support: Dispersion 


Here’s how Members were aistsibuted among 10 
brackets of the percentage scale. (No one scored 100 
per cent.) 


SENATE -- 1954 HOUSE -- 1954 
% GOP Dem, GOI Dem. 
90-99 3 0 
80-89 21 0 
70-79 2 
60-69* 29 
50-59 52 
40-49 53 
30-39 
20-29* 
10-19 
0- 9 


no 
COW OrF OWOrK OO 


SENATE -- 1953-54 HOUSE -- 1953-54 

GOP Dem, GOP Dem. 

90-99 1 0 6 0 
80-89 20 52 0 
70-79 12 83 1 
60-69* 52 27 
50-59 14 57 
40-49 10 715 
30-39 1 41 
20-29* 0 11 
10-19 0 2 
0- 9 0 1 


iad 
COON A OF OF 


*--Sen. Wayne Morse (I Ore.) was in the 20-29 bracket; 
Rep. Frazier Reams (I Ohio) was in the 60-69 bracket. 
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— Lowest Scorers -- 1954 
Definitions 
SENATE 
Active Support. Percentage of Eisenhower-issue GOP Dem. 
roll calls on which a Member (or group of Members) Langer (N.D.) 26% Kefauver (Tenn.) 
voted ‘‘pro-Eisenhower.’’ (Pairs and other announced McCarthy (Wis.) 31 Eastland (Miss.) 
stands are not credited.) The percentage score for 1954 Young (N.D.) 38 Kerr (Okla.) 
(Column 2, charts, pp. 1231-33) is derived by dividing Wiley (Wis.) 40 Chavez (N.M.) 
the number of ‘‘pro-Eisenhower’’ votes (Column 1) by Flanders (Vt.) 44 
the total number of opportunities to vote on Eisenhower 
issues. Except for those not on the rolls for the whole HOUSE 
year, each Representative had 38 such opportunities, GOP Dem. 
and each Senator 77, in 1954. Column 3 shows scores Short (Mo.) 32% Sutton (Tenn,) 
for the 83rd Congress, 1953-54. (For 1953 raw figures, Curtis (Neb.) 34 Buckley (N.Y.) 
see CQ Almanac, Vol. IX, 1953, pages 77-83.) Cotton (N.H.) 39 Dingell (Mich.) 
’ < j Harrison (Wyo.) 39 Regan (Tex.) 
Active Opposition, Percentage of Eisenhower -issue Mason (I11.) 39 Willis (La.) 
roll calls on which a Member (or group) voted ‘‘anti- ; 
Eisenhower.’’ (Pairs and announced stands are not 
credited.) The  eaulaananeter vebetoubons 5) is Highest Scorers -- 1953-54 
derived by dividing the number of ‘‘anti-Eisenhower’’ SENATE 
votes (Column 4) by the total number of opportunities to GOI Dem. 
vote on Eisenhower issues. Column 6 shows Active Payne (Maine) 91% Holland (Fla.) 
Opposition scores for the two years of the 83rd Knowland (Calif.) 88 Robertson (Va.) 
Congress. : . Push (Conn,) 87 Hayden (Ariz.) 
Unless a Member voted on all Eisenhower issues Millikin (Colo.) 87 Pastore (R.1.) 
for which he was eligible, the total of his Support and Peall (Md.) 86 Johnson (Tex.) 
Opposition scores falls short of 10O percent. The per- 
centage of opposition cannot be derived by subtracting HOUSE 
the Support score from 100. Nor can the number of GOP Dem. 
opposition votes be derived by subtracting the number of Holmes (Wash.) 93% Campbell (F la.) 
‘*pro-Eisenhower’’ votes (Column 1) from the total Ford (Micnh,) 92 King (Calif.) 
number of Eisenhower issues. The number of failures Halleck (Ind.) 92 Elliott (Ala.) 
to vote in 1954 is derived by adding Column | and Col- Auchincloss (N.J.) 90 Hagen (Calif.) 
umn 4 and subtracting the sum fromthe total number of Harden (Ind.) 90 Hays (Ark.) 
Eisenhower issues. Widnall (N.J.) 90 Rogers (Colo.) 

















Highs and Lows Lowest Scorers -- 1953-54 


. eee ; ‘ SENATE 
For complete individual scores on Active Support, GOP Dem. 
see charts, pp- 1231-33. Langer (N.D.) 29% Chavez (N.M.) 
McCarthy (Wis.) 39 Kerr (Okla.) 
Z Young (N.D.) 45 Kefauver (Tenn, 
Highest Scorers -- 1954 Capenart (Ind.) 48 Russell (Ga.) 
Flanders (Vt.) 48 
SENATE 
“7\i> HOUSE 
GO! ag Dem. GOP Dem. 
Knowland (Calif.) 91 a Holland (Fla.) Mason (Il) 32% Buckley (N.Y ) 
Hickenlooper (Iowa) 90 Hayden (Ariz.) O'Konski (Wis.) 40 Sutton (Tenn.) 
Millikin (Colo.,) 90 Anderson (N.M.) Gross (Iowa) 43 Dingell (Mich.) 
Aiken (Vt.) 88 Robertson (Va.) Shafer (Mich.) 43 Powell (N.Y.) 
sh Mo. 4 illi ° 
HOUSE Short (Mo.) 3 Willis (La.) 
NOTE ON OMISSIONS -- Sens. Eva Kelly Bowring (R 
GOP Dem. Neb.) and Edward D, Crippa (R Wyo.), scoring 88 per cent, 
Harden (Ind.) 92% Fernandez (N.M.) were Senators for only part of 1954. Reps. William H, 
Ford (Micn.) 89 Campbell (Fla.) Natcher (D Ky.) and Harrison A, Williams, Jr, (D N.J.) 
Frelinghuysen (N.J.) 89 Natcher (Ky.) were in the House for 1954 test votes only. 
Halleck (Ind.) 89 Williams (N.J.) Sharp contrasts between individuals’ scores for 1954 
Holmes (Wash.) 89 and for 1953-54 are due largely to illness or 1954 pri- 
Widnall (N.J.) 89 mary campaigns. For example, Rep. Alvin F, Weichel 
(R Ohio), who scored 85 per cent in 1953, has been too ill 
to vote at all in 1954. 
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Active Support — 195 4 Onl 
hap penne IKE SUPPORT 


SENATE HOUSE | 83rd Congress 
GOP DEM GOP DEM 


2 3 4 
EAST 73% 44% 


Connecticut on 
Delaware 45 
Maine -- 
Maryland -- 
Massachusetts 47 
New Hampshire “sn 
New Jersey q -< 
New York 32 ° 
Pennsylvania -- A MIDWEST 

Rhode Island 56 7% GOP 


Vermont -+ 
West Virginia 33 46 DEM 


MIDWEST 65% 37% 69% 50% 
GOP 
Illinois 83 35 69 52 DEM 
Indiana 53 -- 50 
Iowa 90 38 j -- OPYIIGHT 1954 CONGEESHONAL QUARTERLY MEWS FEATURES 
Kansas 84 = 66 
Michigan 61 eee 38 STATE DELEGATIONS 
Minnesota 6% 34 47 
Misscuri << 51 Highest Scoring -- 1953-54 
Nebraska 86 -- 
North Dakota 32 © 5 Sse HOUSE 
Ohio 73 47 Republican Democratic 
South Dakota 68 -- Colo. 83% N.M. 10% 
Wisconsin 36 63 Nev.* 82 Kan,* 66 
N.J. 81 Idaho* 63 
SOUTH 76% 41% Mass. 80 Wis. 63 








- 


Alabama . 47 SENATE 
Arkansas 30 50 Republican Democratic 
lorida " 57 Colo.* 90% Fla, 64%, 
Georvria ‘ 38 lowa* 90 Ariz.* 62 
Kentucky ‘ 52 Ore,* 87 RI. 56 
Louisiana . 30 Maing 86 Colo,* 51 
Mississippi - : 3f Neb. 86 Va, 51 
North Carolina - 
Oklahoma 26 LOWEST -SCORING STATE DELEGATIONS 
South Carolina (1954) 
Tennessee ¢ 
Texas HOUSE 
Virginia Republican Democratic 
Wyo.* ! Ariz.* 24% 
WEST 73% 53% N.D. La, 30 
Ore. Conn.* 34 
Arizona 79 24 N.H. N.Y. 34 
California 713 50 S.D. N.C, 36 
Colorado 83 61 
Idaho 74 63 SENATE 
Montana 74 Republican Democratic 
Nevada 82 N.D. 32% Okla, 26% 
New Mexico ans Wis. 36 S.C. 26 
Oregon 60 _ Ind. 53 Ala. 29 
Utah 79 ca Nev.* 57 Tenn, 29 
Washington -- 79 98 
Wyoming 85 39 “ha *--Only one member in party's delegation. 


UNITED STATES 73% 38% 71% 44% 
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STATE DELEGATIONS 
Highest Scoring --1953-54 


Active Support — 1953-54 


HOUSE 
Republican 
Del,* 86% 
Nev.* 86 
Wash, 83 
Ariz.* 82 
N.J. 82 


SENATE 
Republican 
Maine 88'%, 
Colo.* 87 
Neb. 86 
Conn, 65 
Mass.* 85 


Democratic 
Idaho* 63% 
Colo, 62 
Wash,* 61 
N.J. 59 


Democratic 
Fla, 64% 
Ariz.* 56 
Va. 56 
R.I, 55 
Ky.* 51 


LOWEST -SCCRING STATE DELEGATIONS 


(1953-54) 


HOUSE 
Republican 
Wyo,* 49"), 
N.D. 57 
Maine 63 
Iowa 64 


. 


Yemocratic 
Ariz.* 
La. 

Miss, 
ets 
N.C, 


FOR STATES AND REGIONS 


SENATE 
GoP DEM 


5 6 


EAST 


Connecticut 
Delaware 
Maine 
Maryland 
Massachusetts 
New ['ampshire 
New Jersey 
New York 

i ennsylvania 
Rhode Island 
Vermont 

West Virginia 


MIDWEST 


Illinois 
Indiana 
lowa 

Kansas 


HOUSE 
GOP DEM 


7 8 
75% 46% 


80 43 
86 = 
63 -- 
79 54 
81 54 
69 -- 
82 
19 
7 
76 
68 


68% 49% 
66 52 
78 51 
64 -- 
71 OT 


Minn, 64 


SENATE 
Nepublican Democratic 
N.D. 37% Nev.* 29'% 
44 Okla. 30 
50 S.C, 32 
Nev.* 54 Tenn, 32 


*--Only one member in party's delegation, 


QUOTES 


Leaders of both parties acknowledge President 
Lisenhower's popularity, and have made support for his 
program a major campaign issue. 

Ex-President Truman in letter read to Democratic 
National Committee Sept. 17 -- ‘‘It seems to me that 
President Eisenhower should be secretly wishing for a 
Democratic Congress...and hope that we can save him 
from the misdeeds of his own party.’’ 

Vice President Nixon, addressing Ohio Republican 
convention Sept. 15 -- During the 84th Congress, Demo- 
crats ‘‘will inevitably be looking harder at the 1956 
Presidential election than they will toward the task of 
helping the Eisenhower Administration...To be brutally 
frank, a Democratic Senate and House would torpedo this 
magnificent work (the Eisenhower program) -- now atits 
midmark."’ 

House Minority Leader Sam Rayburn (D Tex.), Sept. 
10 -- ‘‘The situation is such between the President, who 
has embraced much of the Democratic legislative pro- 
gram, and the Republicans in Congress, who have resisted 
it, that the country will be better off if it returns a Demo- 
cratic Senate and House..." 

Joseph T, Meek, GOP Senatorial candidate in [Llinois 
-- ‘You can count on my loyalties and my support as 
the junior Senator from Illinois.’’ 
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fichigan 67 40 


Minnesota : 64 51 
Missouri 67 50 
Nebraska 69 -- 
North Dakota : 57 -- 
Chio j 71 & 
South Dakota 65 -- 
Wisconsin 66 41 


SOUTH 68% 44% 


Alabama 35 48 
Arkansas 3 50 
Florida 57 
Georgia : 4° 
Kentucky 49 
Louisiana 36 
Mississippi ‘ 
North Carolina 

Oklahoma 

South Carolina 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Virginia 79 


WEST 77% 54% 


Arizona 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 
Montana 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
Oregon 
Utah 
Washington 
Wyoming 


UNITED STATES 72% 41% 72% 46% 





EISENHOWER-ISSUE ROLL CALLS, 1954 


Listed below are the 115 roll-call votes of 1954 which 
tested support for President Eisenhower's program and leader- 
ship. The test votes are grouped according to outcome. Within 
each group, the roll calls are chronological and are numbered 
with CQ’s roll-call numbers. The 1954CQ Weekly Report con- 
tains charts recording each Member's vote or stand on each 
roll call. Weekly Report page numbers of these charts are 
noted. 


CQ also has selected the 12 most important test votes; they 
are marked with an asterisk (*). 


For list of 1953 Eisenhower-issue roll calls, see CQ Al- 
manac, Vol. IX, 1953, p. 83. 


SENATE 


Eisenhower Victories -- 60 
Democrats supplied margin of victory (49 times) -- 


4. St. Lawrence Seaway (S 2150). Recommittal motion re- 
jected, 32-51, Jan. 20. CQ Weekly Report, p. 87. 

*S. St. Lawrence Seaway (S 2150), Passed, 51-33, Jan. 20. 
P, 87. 

6. Nomination of Robert E, Lee to Federal Commuications 
Commission, Confirmed, 58-25, Jan. 25. P. 127. 

7. Korean Mutual Defense Treaty. Ratified, 81-6, Jan. 26. 
(Two-thirds majority needed.) P,. 127. 

9. Discharge indebtedness of Commodity Credit Corpora- 
tion (H J Res 358), Conference report adopted, 49-10, Feb. 9. 
P. 184. 

13. Nomination of Albert C, Beeson to National Labor Re- 
lations Board. Confirmed, 45-42, Feb. 18. P. 220. 

15. Bricker Amendment -- proposed constitutional amend- 
ment to limit treaty powers (S J Res 1). Amendment to Com- 
mittee version of S J Res 1, to require Congressional imple- 
menting legislation before non-treaty international agreements 
may take effect as internal law, and also before treaties may 
have internal effect, unless Senate waives the requirement for 
implementing legislation by two-thirds vote in consenting to 
ratification. Amendment to S J Res 1 rejected, 42-50, Feb. 25. 
P, 249. 

*19. Bricker Amendment (S J Res 1), Substitute version 
rejected, 60-31, Feb. 26. (Two-thirds majority needed.) P, 285. 

27, Excise-tax reduction (HR 8224), Amendment to reduce 
excise tax on radios, television sets, phonographs, musical in- 
struments, from 10 per cent to seven per cent, rejected, 
25-63, March 25. P. 388. 

28. Excise-tax reduction (HR 8224), Amendment to reduce 
excise tax on radios, television sets, phonographs, musical 
instruments, from 10 per cent to five per cent, rejected, 23-64, 
March 25. P. 388. 

33. Hawaiian-Alaskan statehood (S 49), Amendment togrant 
Hawaii and Alaska commonwealth status rather than statehood, 
rejected, 24-60, April l. P. 424. 

34. Hawaiian-Alaskan statehood (S 49). Amendment to 
submit question of statehood vs. commonwealth status to refer- 
endums, rejected, 26-59, April 1. P. 424. 

35. Hawaiian-Alaskan statehood (HR 3575 -- Senate bill 
with House number), Passed, 57-28, April l. P. 424. 

38. Lease-purchase agreements (HR 6342), 
47-30, April 20. P, 514. 

39. Wool supports through direct payments (S 2911), 
Amendment to continue rigid price supports on basic commodi- 
ties at 90 per cent of parity through 1955, rejected, 40-48, 
April 27. P. 552. 

40. Wool supports (S 2911), Amendment to substitute 
tariff protection for direct payments, rejected, 7-76, April 27. 
P. $52. 

41. Wool supports (S 2911), Amendment to require price 
supports of dairy products at same level as basic commodities, 
and to limit cuts in dairy supports to five per cent a year, re- 
jected, 32-60, April 27. P. 552. 





Passed, 


42. Wool supports (S 2911). Amendment to set dairy sup- 
ports at 85 per cent of parity for current marketing year, and 
to limit cuts in future to five per cent a year, rejected, 38-53, 
April 27. P, 552. 

44. Wool supports (S 2911), 
P. 552. 

46. International Sugar Agreement. Ratified, 60-16, April 
28. (Two-thirds majority needed.) P. 552. 

69. Housing (HR 7839), Amendment to authorize 35,000 
new public housing starts annually for four years, agreed to, 
66-16, June 3. P. 712. 

73. Defense Appropriation (HR 8873). Amendment to in- 
crease Army funds by $350,466,000 to prevent the proposed 
cut-back by two divisions, rejected, 38-50, June 17. P. 773. 

76. Reciprocal Trade Act Extension (HR 9474), Passed, 
71-3, June 24. P, 808. 

78. Copyright Convention, Ratified, 65-3, June 25. (Two- 
thirds majority needed.) P. 850. 

*82. Tax revision (HR 8300), Amendment to delete pro- 
visions to reduce tax on dividend income, and to add an in- 
crease in personal income tax exemptions from $600 to $700, 
rejected, 46-49, June 30. P. 850. 

84. Tax revision (HR 8300), Amendment to delete exclu- 
sion of dividend income, and to grant each taxpayer $20 an- 
nual tax credit, rejected, 33-50, July 1. P. 850. 

96. Unemployment compensation financing (HR 5173). 
Amendment to increase amount and duration of benefit pay- 
ments through establishment of federal standards, rejected, 
30-56, July 13. P. 916. 

99. Atomic energy (S 3690), Amendment to limit Atomic 
Energy Commission power contracts to power supplied to AEC, 
barring contracts to supply other agencies, such as Tennessee 
Valley Authority, rejected, 36-55, July 21. P. 952. 

100. Atomic energy (S 3690), Motion to reconsider (re- 
verse) vote by which Senate agreed to amendment authorizing 
AEC to contract for power to be supplied to TVA, Motion to 
reconsider tabled (killed), 56-35, July 21. P. 952. 

ill. Atomic energy (S 3690), Amendment todetete all pro- 
visions of bill except those pertaining to international pool of 
atomic information, rejected, 31-51, July 26. P. 989. 

117. Housing (HR 7839). Conference report agreed to 59- 
21, July 28. P. 992. 

120. Tax revision (HR 8300), 
to 61-26, July 29. P, 992, 

123. Foreign aid authorization (HR 9678), Amendment to 
delete provisions for foreign aid, and to authorize expenditure 
of $13 billion to build military aircraft, rejected, 7-81, July 
30. P, 1022. 

127. Foreign aid authorization (HR 9678). Amendment to 
cut authorization of new money by one-third, rejected, 38-49, 
Aug. 3. P. 1022. 

129. Foreign aid authorization (HR 9678), Passed, 67-19, 
Aug. 3. P. 1022. 

132. Farm bill (S 3052), Amendment to support five basics 
on flexible scale ranging from 90 to 100 per cent of parity in 
1955, rejected 12-81, Aug. 9. P. 1051. 

*134. Farm bill (S 3052), Amendment to support five basics 
on flexible scale ranging from 82.5 to 90 per cent of parity in 
1955, deleting provisions to extend rigid supports at 90 per 
cent of parity, agreed to, 49-44, Aug. 9. P. 1051. 

135. Farm bill (S 3052), Amendment to support dairy prices 
between 80 and 90 per cent of parity, rejected, 44-48, Aug. 9. 
P. 1051. 

136. Farm bill (S 3052), Amendment to continue dairy 
supports between 75 and 90 per cent of parity, deleting provi- 
sicns to raise minimum supports to 85 per cent of parity, 
agreed to, 49-43, Aug. 9. p. 1051. 

137. Farm bill (S 3052), Amendment to establish mandatory 
support for non-basic grains and soybeans between 75 and 90 
per cent of parity, rejected, 33-54, Aug. 10. P. 1051. 

138, Farm bill (S 3052), Amendment to delete provisions 
for mandatory support of non-basic grains, agreed to, 52-29, 
Aug. 10. P. 1051. 


Passed, 69-17, April 27. 


Conference report agreed 
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140. Farm bill (S 3052), Amendment to incorporate in the 
bill provisions of a grazing lands bill (S 2548) to encourage 
holders of grazing permits on certain federal lands to con- 
struct range improvements, agreed to, 45-41, Aug. 10. P. L051. 

142, Farm bill (S 3052), Amendment to insert House lan- 
guage relating to disposal of dairy surpluses, rejected, 30-56, 
Aug. 10, P. 1054. 

146. Farm bill (HR 9680-- Senate bill with House number). 
Passed, 62-28, Aug. 10. P. i054. 

162. Farm bill (HR 9680). Conference report agreed to, 
44-28, Aug. 17. P. 1086. 

163, Federal employees pay raise (HR 2235 -- pay bill as 
rider to bill to authorize construction of Santa Maria reclama- 
tion project), Pay raise amendment tabled (killed), 47-30, 
Aug. 18. P. 1086. 

169. Tax convention with United Kingdom. Ratified, 71-0, 
Aug. 20, (Two-thirds majority needed.) P. 1112. 

170, Opium treaty. Ratified, 71-0, Aug. 20. (Two-thirds 
majority needed.) P, 1112. 

171. ‘Tax convention with Germany. Ratified, 70-0, Aug. 
20. (Two-thirds majority needed.) P. 1112. 


GOP votes adequate without Democratic support (11 times) -- 

79. Copyright convention, Motion to reconsider (reverse) 
vote to ratify, tabled (killed), 52-23, June 29. P. 850. 

85. Tax revision (HR 8300), Amendment to delete provi- 
sions for accelerated depreciation, rejected, 20-60, July 1. 
P, 850. 

88. Tax revision (HR 8300), Motion to recommit with in- 
structions to add provisions for individual income-tax relief, 
rejected, 15-62, July 2. P, 886. 

89. Tax revision (HR 8300), Amendment todelete all pro- 
visions except one-year extension of Corporation-income tax 
rate at 52 per cent, rejected, 15-58, July 2. P. 886. 

90. Tax revision (HR 8300), Passed, 63-9, July 2, P. 886. 

92. Vocational rehabilitation (S 2759), Passed, 81-0, 
July 7. P. 886. 

98. Unemployment compensation financing (HR 5173). 
Passed, 78-3, July 13. P. 916. 

116. Atomic energy (HR 9757 -- Senate bill with House 
number), Passed, 57-28, July 27, P. 992. 

119. Foreign aid authorization (HR 9678). Amendment 
reiterating Congress’ opposition to admission of Communist 
China to United Nations, and asking President to inform Con- 
gress of his program if Red China is admitted, agreed to, 
91-0, July 29. P. 992, 

141. Farm bill (S 3052). Amendment to require support 
of live beef cattle at minimum of 80 per cent of parity, re- 
jected, 23-62, Aug. 10. P, LOSL. 

155. Atomic energy (HR 9757), Second conference report, 
providing for compulsory licensing of peacetime atomic 
patents, agreed to, 59-17, Aug. 16. P. 1083. 





Eisenhower Defeats -- 17 


Democratic support of P resident greater, percentage-wise, than 
GOP support (2 times) -- 

29. Excise-tax reduction (HR 8224). Amendment to earmark 
revenues from taxes on vehicular fuel and oil to road building, 
rejected, 27-61, March 25, Forty-five percent of voting Dem- 
ocrats, 16 per cent of voting Republicans, supported President 
by voting for amendment. P. 388. 

*74. Reciprocal Trade Act Extension (HR 9474), Amend- 
ment to extend authority to enter into reciprocal trade agree- 
ments for three years (instead of one), and to permit further 
reductions of duties, rejected, 32-45, June 24, Eighty-four per 
cent of voting Democrats, no voting Republicans, supported 
President by voting for amendment. P. 808. 





GOP support of President greater, percentage-wise, than 
Democratic support (15 times) -- 

18. Bricker Amendment (S J Res 1). Substitute amendment 
to require Congressional implementing legis:ation before non- 
treaty international agreements may take effect as internal 
law, agreed to, 61-30, Feb, 26. Thirty-five per cent of voting 
Republicans, 30 per cent of voting Democrats, supported P res- 
ident by voting against amendment. P. 285. 
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*21. Hawaiian-Alaskan statehood (S 49), Amendment to 
grant statehood to Alaska as well as Hawaii, agreed to, 46-43, 
March 11. Ninety-three per cent of GOP, five per cent of 
Democrats, supported President by voting against amendment. 
P. 320. 

26. Excise-tax reduction (HR 8224), Amendment to reduce 
excise tax on household appliances from 10 per cent to five 
per cent, agreed to, 64-23, March 24, Thirty-five per cent of 
GOP, 19 per cent of Democrats, supported President by voting 
against amendment. P. 388. 

30, Excise-tax reduction (HR 8224), Amendment to extend 
all excise taxes, except on admissions, at current rates, re- 
jected, 34-54, March 25. Forty-one per cent of GOP, 37 per 
cent of Democrats, supported President by voting for amend- 
ment. P,. 388. 

*49, Taft-Hartley labor law revision (S 2650), Recommitted, 
50-42, May 7. Ninety-three per cent of GOP, no Democrats, 
supported President by voting against recommittal, P, 616. 

60. 18-year-old suffrage (S J Res 53), Rejected, 34-24, 
May 21. (Two-thirds majority needed.) One hundred per cent 
of GOP, 23 per cent of Democrats, supported President by 
voting for adoption. P. 682. 

65. Agriculture Appropriation (HR 8779), Amendment to 
increase loan authorizations for rural electrification from $100 
million to $135 million, agreed to, 42-40, June 2. Eighty-six 
per cent of GOP, eight per cent of Democrats, supported 
President by voting against amendment, P. 712. 

66. Agriculture Appropriation (HR 8779), Motion to recon- 
sider (reverse) vote by which above amendment was agreed to, 
tabled (killed), 43-39, June 2. Eighty-eight per cent of GOP, 
five per cent of Democrats, supported President by voting 
against tabling motion to reconsider, P. 712, 

83. Tax revision (HR 8300), Amendment to delete provi- 
sions for tax credit against dividend income, agreed to, 71-13, 
July 1. Twenty-three per cent of GOP, eight per cent of Dem- 
ocrats, supported President by voting against amendment. 
P. 850. 

128. Foreign aid authorization (HR 9678), Amendment to 
cut authorization of new money by $500 million, agreed to, 
45-41, Aug. 3. Fifty-seven per cent of GOP, 37 per cent of 
Democrats, supported President by voting against amendment. 
P. 1022. 

144. Farm bill (S 3052), Amendment to prohibit Secre- 
tary of Agriculture from limiting number of terms to which 
members of county conservation committees may be elected, 
agreed to, 45-44, Aug. 10. Ninety-one per cent of GOP, two 
per cent of Democrats, supported President by voting against 
amendment. P. 1054. 

145. Farm bill (S 3052), Motion to reconsider (reverse) 
vote by which above amendment was «greed to, tabled (killed), 
46-43, Aug. 10. Ninety-one per cent of GOP, no Democrats, 
supported President by voting against tabling motion to recon- 
sider. P. 1054. 

152. Atomic energy (HR 9757), First conference report 
rejected, 41-48, Aug. 13. Eighty-nine per cent of GOP, five 
per cent of Democrats, supported President by voting for con- 
ference report. P. 1083. 

167. Federal employees pay raise (HR 7774), Amendment to 
provide 3.5 per cent (instead of five per cent) raise, and to in- 
crease postal rates, rejected, 16-55, Aug. 20. Forty-eight 
per cent of GOP, no Democrats, supported President by voting 
for amendment. P. 1112. 

168. Federal employees pay raise (HR 7774), Passed, 69- 
4, Aug. 20. Eleven per cent of GOP, no Democrats, supported 
President by voting against passage. P. 1112. 


HOUSE 


Eisenhower Victories -- 30 


Democrats supplied margin of victory (14 times) -- 

*11. Tax revision (HR 8300), Motion to recommit with in- 
structions to delete provisions for reducing taxes on dividend 
income, and to increase personal exemptions from $600 to $700 
rejected, 204-210, March 18, P. 352. 

12. Tax revision (HR 8300), Passed, 339-80, March 18. 
P. 352. 








16. Housing (HR 7839), Passed, 353-36, April 2. P. 454. 

20. St. Lawrence Seaway (S 2150), Recommittal motion re- 
jected, 157-242, May 6. P. 584. 

*21. St. Lawrence Seaway (S 2150), Passed, 241-158, May 6. 
P. 584. 

26. Establishment of National Advisory Committee on Edu- 
cation (HR 7434), Passed, 179-157, May 13. P. 614. 

30. Social Security extension of coverage, increase of bene- 
fits (HR 9366), Passed, 355-8, June 1. P. 710. 

32. Reciprocal Trade Act Extension (HR 9474), Passed, 
281-53, June ll. P. 774. 

38. Foreign aid authorization (HR 9678), 
126, June 30. P. 848. 

*39. Farm bill (HR 9680), Amendment to support five 
basics on flexible scale ranging from 82.5 to 90 per cent of 
parity, deleting provisions to extend rigid supports at 90 per 
cent of parity, agreed to, 228-170, July 2. P. 884. 

41. Unemployment compensation coverage (HR 9709), Mo- 
tion to recommit with instructions to increase amount and dura- 
tion of benefits, rejected, 110-241, July 8. P. 885. 

44. Health re-insurance (HR 8356), Rule (H Res 623) for 
floor consideration of bill, agreed to, 274-88, July 13. P. 914. 

60. Increase in Commodity Credit Corporation's borrowing 
authority from $8.5 billion to $10 billion (HR 9756), Passed, 
317-57, July 29. P. 991. 

66. Witness immunity (S 16), Passed, 294-55, Aug. 4. 
(Two-thirds majority needed for passage under suspension of 
rules.) P. 1025. 


Passed, 260- 


GOP votes adequate without Democratic support (16 times) -- 

2. Discharge of indebtedness of Commodity Credit Corpora- 
tion (H J Res 358), Passed, 323-27, Jan. 27. P. 128. 

9, Excise-tax reduction (HR 8224), Motion to recommit 
with instructions to exempt from tax admission tickets Costing 
50 cents or less, rejected, 200-213, March 10. P. 318. 

18. Authorization of wiretap evidence (HR 8649), Passed, 
377-10, April 8. P. 454. 

24. Authorization of cooperative research on education (HR 
9040), Passed, 296-55, May 12. P. 614. 

25. Establishment of National Advisory Committee on Edu- 
cation (HR 7434), Rule (H Res 532) for floor consideration of 
bill, adopted, 194-140, May 12. P. 614. 

27. Authorization of White House Education Conference 
(HR 7601), Passed, 269-69, May 19. P. 644. 

35. Housing (HR 7839), Rule (H Res 583) to send bill to 
conference with Senate, adopted, 361-19, June 17. P. 775. 

40. Vocational rehabilitation (HR 9640), Passed, 347-0, 
July & P, 884. 

42. Unemployment compensation coverage (HR 9709), 
Passed, 309-36, July 8. P. 885, 

43. Provision of death penalty for peacetime espionage, 
other revision of espionage and sabotage laws. Passed, 324-0, 
July 8. P. 885. 

40. Reiteration of House’s opposition to admission of Com- 
munist China to United Nations (H Res 627), Adopted, 381-0, 
July 15. P. 915. 

48. Housing (HR 7839), 
358-30, July 20. P. 950. 

54. Atomic energy (HR 9757), 
jected, 165-222, July 26. P. 990. 

55. Atomic energy (HR 9757), Passed, 231-154, July 26. 
P. 990, 

57. Tax revision (HR 8300), Motion to recommit con- 
ference report with instructions to delete provisions for tax 
credit against dividend income, rejected, 169-227, July 28. 
P. 991. 

58. Tax revision (HR 8300), 
to, 315-77, July 28. P. 991. 





Conference report agreed to, 


Recommittal motion re- 


Conference report agreed 


Eisenhower Defeats -- 8 


Democratic support of President greater, percentage-wise, than 
GOP support (4 times) -- 

*15. Housing (HR 7839). Motion to recommit with instruc- 
tions to authorize 35,000 new public housing starts annually 








for four years, rejected, 176-211, April 2. Sixty-eight per 
cent of voting Democrats, 24 per cent of voting Republicans, 
supported President by voting for recommittal. P. 454. 

31, Reciprocal Trade Act Extension (HR 9474}, Closed 
rule (H Res 580) barring floor amendments to extend Act 
three years instead of one, adopted, 273-63, June 11. Twenty- 
two per cent of Democrats, 16 per cent of GOP, supported 
President by voting against closed rule, P. 774. 

47. Housing (HR 7839), Motion to recommit conference 
report with instructions to provide for 35,000 new public hous- 
ing starts annually for four years, rejected, 156-234, July 20. 
Fifty-seven per cent of Democrats, 24 per cent of GOP, sup- 
ported President by voting for recommittal. P. 950. 

53. Atomic energy (HR 9757), Amendment togrant normal 
patent rights for non-military atomic developments, deleting 
compulsory patent licensing provisions, agreed to, 203-161, 
July 24. Ninety-two per cent of Democrats, three per cent of 
GOP, supported President by voting against amendment, P, 990, 


GOP support of President greater, percentage-wise, than 
Democratic support (4 times) -- 

“45. Health re-insurance (HR 8356), Recommittal motion 
agreed to, 238-134, July 13. Sixty-two per cent of GOP, eight 
per cent of Democrats, supported President by voting against 
recommittal, P, 914. 

51. Pay raise for postal workers and increase in postal 
rates (HR 9245), Rejected, 228-171, July 21. (Two-thirds 
majority needed for passage under suspension of rules.) 
Ninety-nine per cent of GOP, || per cent of Democrats, sup- 
ported President by voting for passage. P. 951. 

67. Pay raise for postal workers, without postal rate in- 
crease (HR 9245), Motion to discharge resolution (H Res 590) 
for floor consideration of bill, agreed to, 346-29, Aug. 9, 
Twelve per cent of GOP, three percent of Democrats, supported 
President by voting against discharge motion, P. 1052, 

68. Pay raise for postal workers, without postal rate in- 
crease (HR 9245), Passed, 352-29, Aug. 9. Twelve per cent 
of GOP, three per cent of Democrats, supported President by 
voting against passage. P. 1052. 


TEST VOTE SELECTION 


Eisenhower Issues, CQ checked the background of the 407 
roll-call votes (260 inthe Senate, 147 inthe House) taken during 
the two years of the 83rd Congress, 1953-1954. The record 
showed that 126 of the Senate roll calls, and 72 of the House 
votes, were clear-cut tests of President Eisenhower's program 
and leadership. He was definitely ‘‘for’’ or ‘‘against’’ on 
each of these roll calls, and votes by individual Members of 
Congress were either ‘“‘for’’ or ‘‘against’’ the President's 
position on these issues, 

Mr. Eisenhower may have had a position on some of the 
other roll calls, too, or his subordinates may have expressed 
themselves. Only sharply defined pronouncements by Mr, 
Eisenhower himself qualified as evidence for the purposes of 
this analysis. 














Borderline Cases, By the time an issue reaches a vote, 
it may differ from the original form on which the President 
expressed himself. This situation results from amendments in 
committees and on the floor. In such cases CQ weighs the 
points which favor Mr. iisenhower's position against those 
which he opposes, The decision on whether a ‘‘yea"’ vote or a 
‘‘nay’’ on the altered issue would be ‘‘pro-Eisenhower’’ re- 
sults from balancing the facts garnered from close study of 
the President's statements. 

There was little or no question about the President's 
position on many of the roll calls. Por example, in his State of 
the Union message, he asked Congress to approve U.S, partici- 
pation in development of the St. Lawrence Seaway. The issue 
was Clear when it reached the Senate floor, Mr. Eisenhower, 
if he had been Senator Eisennower, would have voted against 
the motion to recommit the bill (S 2150), and would have voted 
for passage. 
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Conversely, the President clearly opposed the version of 
the Bricker amendment -- designed to restrict treaty powers -- 
which theSenate rejected, although he was willing tc accept 
some of the proposed modified versions in an effort to reach a 
compromise. 

Senate passage of the statehood bill (HR 3575) was a border- 
line case. Mr. Eisenhower recommended stateiood for Hawaii, 
but said Alaska was not ready. The roll-call vote by which the 
Senate added Alaska to the Hawaii bill qualified as an Eisen- 
hower issue (and a defeat), Passage ofthe combined bill, how- 
ever, is Classified on balance as an Eisenhower victory. If the 
Senate had rejecied the bill, statehuod for Hawaii -- along with 
Alaska would have been dead. Senate passage of the combined 
bill made a compromise with the House version possible. Later, 
the House refused to send the bill to conference. 

While the statehood bill contained more than the President 
wanted, the omnibus housing bill (HR 7839) contained leas when 
the House passed it. Some provision for public housing was in- 
cluded in the bill as finally enacted, but the original House vers- 
ion omitted public housing. However, since the bill contained 
most other parts of the President’s housing prggram, CQ 
classified the vote for passage asa victory for Mr. Eisenhower 
on balance. 

Another group of borderline votes concerned reciprocal 
trade. The President requested a three-year extension of the 
Trade Agreements Act, with revisions to permit additional 
reductions of tariffs. After opposition had developed, he agreed 
to accept a one-year extension without revisions, pending 
study of his more extensive proposals during the 84th Congress. 
CQ counted votes for passage of the one-year extension (HR 
9474) as victories for the President, but counted the Senate's 
preliminary rejection of a substitute amendment -- which 
would have incorporated Mr. Eisenhower's original requests -- 
as a defeat. No Republican voted for this substitute amendment, 
and 39 voted against it. 

Several roll-call votes were excluded from the ‘‘Eisen- 
hower-issue’’ classification although there were indications of 
the President's position. These indications were not sufficiently 
positive or clear-cut to serve as documentation. In this cate- 
gory were several proposed amendments to the atomic energy 
bill (S 3690, HR 9757). For example, CQ did not count the roll 
call by which the Senate agreed to authorize federal production 
of commercial power, and to provide for preference to coopera- 
tives and public utilities in disposal of such power. In view of 
the President's expressions on power policy, this amendment 
probably went further than he wished, but there is no clear 
public stand recorded. 

Also excluded was one roll call by which the Senate voted 
for minimum supports for five basic farm commodities at 82.5 
per cent of parity. As reported to the Senate, the bill (S 3052) 
would have extended rigid supports at 90 per cent of parity, 
although the President had recommended flexible supports rang- 
ing from 75 per cent to 90 per cent of parity. A floor amend- 
ment would have deleted rigid supports, inserting flexible sup- 
ports ranging from 80 per cent to 90 per cent of parity. The 
Senate voted to amend the amendment by raising the minimum 
from 80 per cent to 82.5 per cent. This vote was not counted 
as an Eisenhower issue. It might have been classified as a 
Presidential defeat, since it raised the minimum above his 
rece dation. But he had indicated willingness to accept the 
compromise, which was credited with winning enough wavering 
votes away from rigid supports to give the basic principle -- 
flexibility -- a majority. Next, the Senate voted for the amend- 

vent as amended, providing for flexible supports ranging from 
2.5 percent to 90 per cent of parity. This roll call was counted 
as a victory for the President. 

Votes on the bill (S 3706) which was amended in a manner 
designed to outlaw the Communist Party were excluded from the 
Eisenhower-issue classification, This issue falls into the 
classification of those on which subordinates of the President 
expressed themselves while the President's position was less 
than clear-cut. 

In some cases, votes were taken on issues which contained 
features favorable and unfavorable to the President in nearly 

ial measure. Since the good and bad features -- from the 
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President's viewpoint -- approximately canceled each other out, 
CQ cuuld not count them as either victories or defeats for Mr. 
Eisenhower. Among votes excluded on this premise were those 
by which the Senate and the House passed a bill (HR 8224) on 
excise taxes. The President had recommended extension of 
certain excise tax rates which were scheduled for reduction. 
He also recommended that the total yield of excises be main- 
tained at about $10 billion. As passed, HR 8224 complied with 
the first request, but cut the total excise yield by more than 
$900 million. 

Many bills were compromises by the time they reached a 
vote. While the excise bill was excluded, other bills were close 
enough to the President's position, in CQ’s judgment, to count 
as victories. Among these were the housing, farm, and state- 
hood bills, discussed above, along with the omnibus tax re- 
vision (HR 8300), The major battle on the tax revision bill 
concerned reduction of taxes on dividend income, as recom- 
mended by the President. Democrats led efforts to substitute 
higher personal-income tax exemptions for the dividend pro- 
visions, but were defeated. Amendments to reduce dividend 
relief below the President’s recommendations were counted as 
‘‘anti-Eisenhower.’’ But the final bill contained enough of the 
original dividend proposal, along with other points of the Presi- 
dent’s tax revision program, to count as a Presidential victory. 

Also classified as a victory, on balance, was Senate pass- 
age of the foreign aid authorization bill (HR 9678). The Senate 
version included reductions which the P resident called toodeep, 
but a vote against passage would have precluded upward re- 
visions in conference, and would have ended the foreign aid 
program. 


Timing. Determination of whether a ‘‘yea’’ or a ‘‘nay’’ 
was favorable to the President -- or whether a roll call was an 
Eisenhower issue -- depended on the President's position as 
known publicly at the time the vote was taken. Endorsements of 
legislation after a vote -- ifthere had been no prior expression 
-- did not make a roll calla Presidential victory. For example, 
House passage of the bill (HR 5337) to establish an Air Force 
Academy was not counted as an Eisenhower issue, although the 
President later endorsed the bill, because he had neither 
requested the legislation personally nor supported it publicly. 

Conversely, votes on labeling foreign trout (S 2033) and on 
Lake Michigan water (HR 3300) were excluded. The President 
later vetoed these bills, but his position was not known publicly 
when the votes were taken. 

One such borderline issue was included. The Senate agreed 
to amend the farm bill (S 3052) by nullifying Secretary of Agri- 
culture Ezra Taft Benson’s order limiting the terms of county 
conservation committee members. Although the President had 
no personal public position on Penson’s order, he must have 
supported it. This appraisal was confirmed Aug. 12 when Mr. 
Eisenhower appealed to Senate-House conferees on S 3052 to 
delete the amendment. 


Rules. IntheHouse, debate on most significant bills is 
governed by rules which restrict time and may bar floor amend- 
ments. It may be contended intheory, that a Congressman who 
opposes a bill may nevertheless vote for the rule, in order to 
permit debate. Actually, however, a vote against a rule 
generally is a vote against the bill, and vice-versa, since re- 
jection of the rule prevents consideration of the bill. 

Generally, CQ assumed that if the President favored a bill, 
he favored the rule. The situation may differ in the case of 
closed rules, which bar floor amendments. If the President 
favored a prospective amendment which was basic tohis views 
on the bill, CQ assumed that he opposed a closed rule in the hope 
that his amendment would stand a chance under an open rule. 


Votes on Money. Generally, roll calls on appropriations 
were excluded from this analysis. Congressional action on 
appropriations usually consists of whittling away at Adminis- 
tration requests or adding funds for favored projects. It 
seldom is possible to pin down the President's position on such 
revisions of totals. Nor can it be determined authoritatively 
whether or not the vote for final passage is ‘‘pro-Eisenhower,’’ 





Since it usually is impossible to determine whether the final 
total is close enough to the original request to satisy the Presi- 
dent, or whether he would prefer totake his chances on reject- 
ion of the bill and a fresh start. 

In rare instances, votes on amendments to cutor increase 
appropriations were Eisenhower issues. In such cases, the 
amendment went beyond routine revision and clearly concerned 
an outstanding aspect of Presidential policy. For example, 
Democrats proposed to increase the Defense Department ap- 
propriation (HR 8873) by more than $350 million in order to 
prevent a cutback of two Army divisions. Rejection of the 
amendment was counted as a Presidential victory, because the 
proposed increase was a direct challenge to the President on a 
basic issue -- the military ‘‘new look."’ 

Legislative provisions of appropriations bills may qualify 
as Eisenhower issues. 

Roll calls on authorization bills are subject to similar 
criteria, Routine revisions of amounts were excluded, but 
major amendments were counted. For example, CQ counted as 
a Presidential victory the Senate’s rejection of an amendment 
to cut the foreign aid authorization (HR 9678) by about one-third, 

Votes for passage of authorization bills were classified as 
Eisenhower issues if passage was necessary to begina program 
recommended by the President or to avoid termination of a 
program he wanted extended. 


Preliminary Votes. Both houses often take several rol! 
calls on a single bill. Although the vote on passage may be an 
Eisenhower test, preliminary voice on amendments are not in 
that category if they deal only with details on which the Presi- 
dent has taken no official position. For example, before passing 
the lease-purchase bill (HR 6342), which the President had 
requested, the Senate rejected an amendment which in itself 
would not have affected the outcome on the main issue, 

Some preliminary votes on the Bricker amendment (S J 
Res 1) to restrict treaty powers were tests on Eisenhower 
issues, while others were not. The President opposed the 
Bricker amendment and also the substitute proposed by Sen. 
Walter F, George (D Ga.), Votes on these were Eisenhower 
issues. After conferences, the Republican Senate leadership 
worked out a compromise substitute. The President reportedly 
was willing to accept this version, but he did not specifically 
request it, and there was reason to believe that he would have 
preferred no legislation on the subject. Therefore, votes on 
this compromise version qualify neither as ‘‘for’’ nor ‘‘against”’ 
the President. 


WHAT ANALYSIS SHOWS 








Individual And Party Scores 


Senator A’s Eisenhower Support score is one indication of 
the degree to which he has used his vote to support the Presi- 
dent. His Eisenhower Opposition score is one indication of 
the degree to which he has used his vote to oppose the President. 
(For definitions cf terms, see p. 1222.) Party scores serve as 
indicators for the composite Republican or Democrat in Cong- 
ress. 

Just as a rise or fall of temperature by only one or a few 
degrees has little effect on one’s comfort, the fact that Senator 
A’s Support score is, say, three or four percentage points 
higher than Senator B’s may have little significance as a meas- 
urement of his relative value to the President. And, just as 
humidity may influence one’s comfort as much as temperature, 
factors other than ‘‘yea"’ or ‘‘nay’’ votes on Eisenhower issues 
may define the ‘‘pro-Eisenhower’’ and ‘‘anti-Eisenhower’”’ 
camps. 

However, if comparison of two Senators’ scores reveals 
that A leads B by, say, 20 points, the chances are that A has 
been measurably more effective as an Eisenhower stalwart than 
B. 

Here are some of the other considerations which should 
be kept in mind in evaluating an individual's or a party's sup- 
port for the President on the basis of Active Support and Active 
Opposition scores: 


Non-Roll Call Decisions. This analysis concerns only roll- 
call votes, since only such votes can be pinned down to individ- 
uals statistically. Some important Congressional decisions are 
made through non-record votes -- voice, standing, teller -- 
which cannot be scored. And some issues are decided off the 
floor, in committees and cloak rooms. 





Failures to Vote, CQ counts only ‘‘yea’’ and ‘‘nay’’ votes 
in computing these scores, on the theory that only an actual 
vote affects the outcome. Failures to vote count as hitless 
‘times at bat,’’ even if the Member makes his position known 
through a pair or by otherwise announcing his stand, 

Most failures to vote are based onvalid reasons. A Mem- 
ber may be absent because of illness or official business, He 
may be home campaigning for re-election so that he will be able 
to support the President next year. 

In CQ’s judgment, exclusion of announced stands makes the 
statistics clearer and more objective. However, examination 
of an individual’s statements of his position may help round out 
the picture. 

It should be noted that a Member's Support and Opposition 
scores will total 100 per cent only ifhe voted on all the Eisen- 
hower issues. If his Support score is 70 per cent, he did not 
necessarily oppose the President 30 per centofthe time. If he 
voted ‘‘with’’ the President seven times out of 10, his Support 
score would be 70 percent. Ifhe voted ‘‘against’’ the President 
three times, his Opposition score would be 30 per cent, But 
if he did not vote three times, his Opposition score would be 
zero, Similarly, an Opposition score of 30 per cent does not 
necessarily indicate a Support score of 70percent. If a Mem- 
ber’s Support and Opposition scores total less than LOO per cent, 
he missed one or more test votes, 





Weighting. In this analysis, all Eisenhower -issue roll calls 
have equal statistical weight. Differential weighting might be 
desirable but cannot be done objectively. 

A comparatively minor roll caJ' such as the one on ratifi- 
cation of the opium treaty, affects individual and over-all 
scores as much as a major roll call, such as the one by which 
the Senate rejected the Bricker amendment or the ones by which 
flexible farm price supports were approved, 

If Senator A voted ‘‘with’’ the President on all roll calls 
except the one on the opiumtreaty, on which he voted ‘‘against"’ 
he would have the same Support and Opposition scores as Sena- 
tor B, who voted ‘‘against’’ the President onthe Bricker amend- 
ment but ‘‘with’’ Mr, Eisenhower on all other roll calls, in- 
cluding the one on the opium treaty. 

Similarly, controversial roll calls have no more statistical 
weight than non-controversial votes, some of which were unani- 
mous, 

Several factors tend to overcome the problem of weighting. 
First, most minor issues are decided without roll-call votes. 
When they do come toa roll call, they generally are disposed of 
with one or at most twovotes. Major issues, on the other hand, 
usually require several roll calls. For example, the Senate 
took 16 roll-call votes on the omnibus farm bill (S 3052, HR 
9680), Thus a rough sort of weighting is automatic. 

Another factor is the large number of Eisenhower-issue 
roll calls. With 126 such votes inthe Senate and 72 in the House 
during the 83rd Congress, scores tend to balance out major and 
minor issues, It is unlikely that any Member voted consistently 
‘‘with’’ the President on major issues and ‘‘against’’ him on 
minor matters, or the converse, Senator A and Senator B were 
eligible to vote on the same number of both major and minor 
issues, so that their scores would tend tobear a true relation- 
ship to each other. 

For the outcome on 12 of the most important Eisenhower- 
issue roll calls taken during 1954, see p. 1221, 


Democratic “Rescues” 


The Republicans had a majority in the House throughout the 
83rd Congress. If all Representatives had voted on all roll 
calls, and all the Republicans had voted ‘‘with’’ the President, 
Mr. Eisenhower's position would have prevailed every time. 
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Not even solid opposition by all the Democrats and the one in- 
dependent, Frazier Reams (Ohio), could have defeated the 
President. 

Often, however, absences reduced theGOP toa minority or 
defections reduced the number of ‘‘pro-Eisenhower’’ Republican 
votes below the total needed for victory. When the President 
won in such cases, anyway, it was because enough Democrats 
voted on his side to provide the needed margin. Thus, even if 
the majority of Republicans voted ‘‘with’’ the President and the 
majority of Democrats ‘‘against,’’ the few key Democratic 
votes ‘‘saved’’ the victory. 

An example was the roll call on which the House rejected, 
204-210, a motion to recommit the omnibus tax revision bill 
(HR 8300) with instructions to delete provisions reducing taxes 
on dividend income and to raise personal-income tax exemptions 
from $600 to $700. The President opposed recommittal. If all 
Republicans had been present and had voted ‘‘with’’ the Presi- 
dent (against the recommittal motion), the motion would have 
been rejected, 216-219, even if all the Democrats and Reams had 
voted for the motion, (Ordinarily, Speaker Joweph Ww. Martins 
Jr. (R Mass.) does not vote, reducing potential GOP strengt 
for the tax roll call to 218.) 

Seven of the Republicans (plus Martin) did not vote and 10 of 
the remaining 2i1 defected, voting ‘‘yea.’’ If all 202 voting 
Democrats (and Reams) had voted ‘‘yea’’ along with the 10 de- 
fecting Republicans, the motion would have been agreed to, 
213-201, and the President defeated. The President needed 207 
votes to defeat the motion on a tie; that is, six more ‘‘nays’’ 
than the GOP side supplied. Although 193 Democrats voted 
‘‘against’’ Mr. Eisenhower, nine voted ‘‘with’’ him, supplying 
the six needed votes plus three, thus ‘‘saving’’ him from defeat. 

In some cases, Democratic suppurct was superfluous. For 
example, the House passed a bill (HR 9040) to authorize co- 
operative research on education, as requested by the President. 
The vote was 296-55. A majority, 176 ‘‘yeas,’’ was needed. 
One hundred eight-one Republicans -- five more than necessary 
-- voted ‘‘yea,’’ so that the bill would have been passed even if 
all the Democrats and Reams had voted ‘‘nay.’’ The 114 Demo- 
crats who voted ‘‘yea’’ provided a cushion but did not affect the 
outcome, 

Although they controlled the Senate organization, the Re- 
publicans were a numerical minority during much of the 83rd 
Congress. Democratic support was needed on all roll-cali 
votes while this situation prevailed, except when absenteeism cut 
the Democrats back to a voting minority. Forty-eight or more 
Senators were Republicans during three periods -- before July 
25, 1953; from June 28 to June 30, 1954; and from July 7, 1954, 
to the end of the session. During these periods, solid Republican 
voting would have prevailed, even against solid opposition by all 
Democrats and Sen. Wayne Morse (I Ore.). 





Other Analyses. A basic assumption in this analysis is 
that, in general, Republicans are expected to support a Republi- 
can President more consistently than Democrats. The party 
scores bear this out. 

Chairman Homer Ferguson (R Mich.) of the Senate Repub- 
lican Policy Committee released another analysis of Eisen- 
hower support Sept. 29. He said 167 Senate roll calls of the 
83rd Congress ‘‘involved President Eisenhower's program."’ 
On these votes, Ferguson said, 50 per cent or more ofthe 
Republicans who voted supported the President 155 times, 
‘chalking up a support average...of 93 per cent.’’ Half the 
Republicans or more voted against ‘‘the Administration’’ 13 
times, he said, (The GOP vote was evenly split on one roll call.) 

Fifty per cent or more of the voting Democrats opposed the 
President 87 times in the two-year period, according to the 
analysis. They opposed Mr. Eisenhower on 22 of 47 votes in 
1953, and on 65 of 120 in 1954, the Senator said. 

To show how ‘‘wholehearted’’ GOP support was, Ferguson 
said 90 per cent or more of the Republican Senators backed the 
President's program on 97 of the 120 test votes he counted in 
1954. And he said pro-Eisenhower GOP votes out-numbered the 
combined opposition of Democrats, Republicans and independent 
Wayne Morse (Ore.) on two-thirds Of the roll calls. 
~ Toa similar analysis -- as a sidelight to its over-all sup- 

check -- CQ found thatthe majority Of voting Republican 
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Senators supported the President on 67 of 77 test votes in 1954, 
opposed him onthe remaining 10. The majority of voting Demo- 
cratic Senators supported Mr. Eisenhower on 33 of the 77 
votes, opposed him on 44. 

In the House, CQ’s analysis showed, the majority of voting 
Republicans voted ‘‘with’’ the President on 32 of the 38 test 
votes, opposed him on six. The majority of voting Democrats 
supported Mr. Eisenhower 24 times, opposed him on 14. 

Ferguson and CQ did not usethesame roll calls as the 
basis for analygis, and in some cases disagreed on what the 
record showed about the President’s position. Ferguson re- 
leased no individual support scores, nor any party scores Ccom- 
parable in premise to CQ’s. 

The roll call by which the Senate rejected a three-year 
extension of the reciprocal trade program was one point of 
disagreement between Ferguson’s and CQ’s analyses. The 
three-year extension would have complied with the President's 
original recommendation, which he never withdrew. CQ counted 
a vote for the three-year extension as a vote ‘‘with’’ Mr. 
Eisenhower. Ferguson said the President opposed the three- 
year extension. He apparently based this conclusion on the fact 
that Mr. Eisenhower had let it be known, after resistance de- 
veloped, that he would accept a one-year extension pending 
Congressional study of his recommendations in 1954. Republi- 
cans voted 0-39 against the three-year extension, while the 
Democrats favored it, 32-6. 

Ferguson counted appropriations votes, most of which CQ 
omitted. He also included roll calls concerning issues on which 
CQ found no Presidential expression of position. In some cases, 
there was an Administration policy, but CQ pinned its analysis 
entirely on the President's own expressions of viewpoint. For 
example, Ferguson included a vote on administration of public 
lands in Oregon by the Interior Department. 

In a statement accompanying his analysis -- which was re- 
leased after completion of CQ's study -- Ferguson said ‘‘Re- 
publican support of the Eisenhower Administration was ex- 
tremely high, whereas Democratic support was lukewarm and 
at times non-existent.’’ He predicted that ‘‘even the pretense 


of Democratic support...would evaporate into thin air in the 


84th Congress. Democrats will be working tooth and nail to 
recapture the Presidency in 1956 and can be counted on to use 
every device to harrass and embarrass the Republican Ad- 
ministration.’"” He concluded: ‘‘...Congress controlled by 
Democrats spells rough-going for the Republican program fora 
better America.’’ 


INCOMPLETE TERMS 


Ten Representatives and seven Senators on the charts, 
pages 1231-33, were not eligible to vote onall Eisenhower-issue 
roll calls of the 83rd Congress. Most Representatives were 
eligible for 38 test votes in 1954, and 72 in 1953-54; most 
Senators were eligible for 77 in 1954, and 126 in 1953-54. Per- 
centage scores of the 17 part-term Congressmen were calcu- 
lated on the basis of the test votes for which they were eligible, 
as follows: 

HOUSE 

Glennard P, Lipscomb (R Calif.) 38 38 

William H, Natcher (D Ky.) 38 38 

Harrison A, Williams,Jr. (D N.J.) 38 38 

Lester Johnson (D Wis.) 38 38 

J.L, Pilcher (D Ga.) 38 70 

James B, Bowler (D III.) 38 51 

Robert T. Ashmore (D S.C.) 38 60 

William M, Tuck (D Va.) 38 65 

A, Sidney Camp (D Ga.) 29 63 

Louis B, Heller (D N.Y.) 27 61 
SENATE 

Alton A, Lennon (D N.C, 77 94 

Robert W, Upton (R N.H.) 77 77 

Thomas A, Burke (D Ohio) 77 77 

Sam W, Reynolds (R Neb.) 35 35 

Eva Kelly Bowring (R Neb.) 58 58 

Samuel J, Ervin, Jr. (D N.C.) 47 47 

Edward D, Crippa (R Wyo.) 43 43 





Senate: Support for Eisenhower 


1. Number of times Senator voted ‘‘pro-Eisenhower”’ on the 77 4. Number of times Senator voted ‘‘anti-Eisenhower’’ on the 77 
Senate roll calls of 1954 which tested support for the President’s Eisenhower-issue roll calls of 1954. 


program and leadership. 
5. Active Opposition, 1954. Percentage of the 77 Eisenhower-issue 


. Active Support, 1954. Percentage of the 77 Eisenhower-issue roll roll calls on which Senator voted ‘‘anti-Eisenhower."’ 


calls on which Senator voted ‘‘pro-Eisenhower.”’ 
6. Active Opposition, 83rd Congress. Percentage of the 126 Eisenhower- 


. Active Support, 83rd Congress. Percentage of the 126 Eisenhower- issue roll calls of the 83rd Congress -- 1953-54 -- on which Senator 
issue roll calls of the 83rd Congress -- 1953-54 -- on which Sen- voted ‘‘anti-Eisenhower."’ 
ator voted ‘‘ pro-Eisenhower.”’ 


*--Not eligible for all Eisenhower-issue roll calis. Percentage scores are calculated on basis of 
vote eligibility. See page 1230 to determine number of roll calls for which eligible. 
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House: Support and Opposition to 


. Number of times Representative voted ‘‘ pro-Bisenhower’’ on the 38 . Number of times Representative voted ‘‘anti-Eisenhower’’ on the 
House roll calls of 1954 which tested support for the President's 38 Eisenhower-issue roll calls of 1954, 
program and leadership. 
. Active Opposition, 1954. Percentage of the 38 Eisenhower-issue 
. Active Support, 1954. Percentage of the 38 Eisenhower-issue roll roll calls on which Representative voted ‘‘anti-Eisenhower.’’ 
calls on which Representative voted ‘‘ pro-Eisenhower.”’ 
. Active Opposition, 83rd Congress. Percentage of the 72 Eisenhower- 
3, Active Support, 83rd Congress. Percentage of the 72 Eisenhower- issue roll calls of the 83rd Congress -- 1953-54 -- on which Rep- 
issue roll calis of the 63rd Congress -- 1953-54 -- on which resentative voted ‘‘anti-Eisenhower.”’ 
Representative voted ‘‘pro-Eisenhower.”’ 
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MICHIGAN SENATE RACE 


Following the death of ex-Sen. Blair Moody (D) on 
July 20, few political observers gave his primary oppon- 
ent, Patrick V, McNamara (0D), much of a chance against 
Sen. Homer Ferguson (R), who is seeking election to a 
third term in normally Republican Mighican (CQ Weekly 
Report, p. 941), 





Prior to the Aug. 3 primary, there had been a divis- 
ion between the AFL, and ClO over the candidacy of Moody 
and McNamara. The CIO, headed by National President 
Walter P, Reuther’s United Auto Workers, was backing 
Moody; McNamara, a veteran Detroit AFL leader, carried 
AFL, endorsement. The AFL, has about 240,000 members 
in Michigan, while the CIO claims 700,000. In addition, 
the Democratic state organization and Gov. G. Mennen 
Williams (D) were openly supporting Moody. After the 
primary, however, the state organization, Williams and 
the CIO pledged support of McNamara in the interest of 
party unity. 


The state’s traditional Republicanism is of course an 
asset to Ferguson, as is President Eisenhower's personal 
popularity. In 1952, Eisenhower carried the state by 
320,000 votes, and the Democ rats won the governorship by 
only 8,000 votes while losing every other state-wide con- 
test, including that for a Senate seat, by margins running 
from 44,000 to 169,000, Eisenhower's name is not on the 
ballot this year, however, and the Democratic ticket is 
again headed by Gov. Williams. 


THE CANDIDATES 


Ferguson, now 65, was elected to the Senate in 1942 
following a career as a racket-investigating judge in 
Detroit, As a freshman Senator, he served on the Truman 
War Investigating Committee. He is now second- ranking 
Republican on the Appropriations Committee, where he 
has been a supporter of the Eisenhower Administration's 
defense policies, Following the death of Sen. Robert A, 
Taft (R Ohio) in 1953 Ferguson became Chairman of the 
Senate GOP Policy Committee, He is alsoa member of the 
Foreign Relations Committee, and stood by the President 
in his battle against the Bricker amendment to limit 
treaty powers. Ferguson generally has backed Adminis- 
tration policies, but he opposed giving the states title to 
tidelands oil, and he favored lowering the manufacturers’ 
excise tax on automobiles from 10 to seven per cent -- 
both stands contrary to White House stands, 


McNamara, 59, is an executive of a Detroit mechani- 
cal contracting firm and the unpaid president of Local 
636, Pipe Fitters Union (AFL). This union is headed by 
Martin P, Durkin, first Secretary of Labor in the Eisen- 
hower Administration. In the 18 years McNamara has 
held this post, his union has had a no-strike record. 
McNamara maintains that his ‘‘vocation finds him inthe 
capacity of management, while his avocation has been the 
labor movement.’ He is currently serving a third term 
as a member of the Detroit Board of Education, and 
formerly served on the Detroit Common Council, to which 
he was elected in 1946, carrying 21 of Detroit's 22 wards. 
During World War II, he served as area rent director of 
the Office of Price Administration. McNamara wanted to 
run against Ferguson in 1948, but bowed out of the race in 
favor of ex-Rep. F rank E, Hook (D), He declined, however, 
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CQ Voting Scorecard 


Voting statistics in percentages for Sen. Homer 
Ferguson (R Mich.) for the 79th through 83rd Cong- 
resses. For definitions and details, see CQ Almanac, 
Vol. IX, 1953, pp. 77-82 and 92-99. 


Bipartisan 


Support On the Record 


Party Unity 





1954 994, 
1953 100 
82nd 96 
8lst 96 
80th ‘ 96 
79th 88 


On Eisenhower Program 1953 82nd 





Active Support 80 -- 
Active Opposition 18 -- 


Party Voting 88 “ 
Voting Participation 99 92 














to bow out of the race this year in favor of organization- 
backed Moody. 


THE ISSUES 


As Chairman of the Senate GOP Policy Committee, 
Ferguson is basing his campaign on his position as a key 
man for the Eisenhower Administration. He is emphasiz- 
ing his role in the successful fight for the St. Lawrence 
Seaway and his fight against subversion as a member of 
the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee. He favors a 
‘realistic foreign policy’’ which leaves no quarter for 
appeasement, and expanded markets and agricultural re- 
search to help farmers. He is stressing his stands for 
civil rights, social security and other welfare programs. 
He is one of the few Senate GOP incumbents to state pub- 
licly that he did not want Sen, Joseph R, McCarthy (R 
Wis.) to cainpaign for him, He has been critical of the 
close tie-up in Michigan between the CIO and the Demo- 
cratic Party. 





Principal issues, as the Democrats see them, are un- 
employment in Michigan’s industrial areas, the Eisen- 
hower Administration’s farm program, the Republican 
‘‘big business administration,’’ and Ferguson’s Senate 
record. Some 257,000 workers in the state and 153,000 
workers in Detroit were unemployed at the endof August, 
and an increase may come during October as the automo- 
bile companies re-tool. Unemployment in two cities, 
Muskegon and Iron Mountain, is currently exceeding 12 per 
cent, according to the Labor Department's September un- 
employment report, which also lists 11 Michigan cities, 
including Detroit, in the 6-to-11.9 per cent unemployment 
category. On the farm issue, Democrats are making a 
special appeal to the dairy farmers. whose price supports 
were reduced April 1 from 90 to 75 per cent of parity. 
Under attack are Ferguson's votes against increasing 
personal income tax exemptions, for the Taft-Hartley 
Labor Law, against postponing Taft-Hartley revision and 
against continuing 90 per cent of parity price supports 
through 1955. 








pressures on congress 





LOBBYIST REGISTRATIONS 
Law And Public Relations 


Registrant, RIEGILEMAN, STRASSER AND SPIEG- 
ELBERG, 810 18th St., N.W., Washington 6, D, C, Filed 
9/21/54. 

Employer, The SanCarlos Apache Tribe, San Carlos, 
Ariz. 

Legislative Interest, All legislation of concern to 
Indians and the San Carlos Apache Tribe in particular. 

Expenses, Indeterminate. 

Compensation. An indeterminate fraction of retainer 
fee of $200 per month. 








Registrant. RIEGLEMAN, STRASSER AND SPIEG- 
ELBERG, 810 18th St., N.W., Washington 6, D.C. Filed 
9/21/54. 


Empeares The Hualapai Tribe of the Hulapai Reser- 
vation, Peac prings, Ariz. 
Legislative Interest. All legislation of concern to 


Indians and the Hualapai Tribe in particular. 

Expenses. Indeterminate. 

Compensation, An indeterminate fraction of retainer 
fee of $100 per month. 





Organizations 


Registrant, INDEPENDENT PRODUCERS OF FIS- 
SIONABLE MATERIALS, INC, (Individuals listed: F rank 


M, Roberts, Barry M. Farber, Axel W, Oxholm,) 1025 
Vt. Ave., N,W., Washington 5, D, C, Filed 9/24/54. 
Legislative Interest. General legislation affecting 
producers of fissionable materials. The Atomic Energy 
Act of 1946 and 1954. 
Expenses, Organizational, soliciting and advertising 
expenses approximately $150. 


AFL CONVENTION 


The American Federation of Labor concluded its 73rd 
convention in Los Angeles Sept. 28, after adopting reso- 
lutions attacking the Republican Administration and call- 
ing for a shorter work week. (For other convention de- 
tails, see CQ Weekly Report, p. 1208.) 





The convention day-by-day: 


Sept._23 

Adopted the first master plan in the historv of the 
AFL for the peaceful settlement of jurisdictional disputes 
among its 113 affiliated unions; resolved to enlist its 10 
million members and build a multi-million-dollar fund 
for a campaign to defeat Republican candidates in the 
November election, and adopted a resolution attacking the 
Administration and Republican-controlled Congress for 
establishing a ‘‘government of, by and for Big Business.’’ 
The latter resolution stated that the Administration has 
threatened the country with ‘‘a major economic catastro- 


phe.’’ 


Sept. 24 
Adopted a resolution which urged that merger talks 
with the Congress of Industrial Organizations move 


forward ‘‘with dispatch’’ and adopted a report which set 
a basic thirty-hour work week as one major goal. 


Sept. 27. 

Pledged ‘‘strong and whole-hearted support’’ to 
government curbs on welfare fund abuses, and called on 
affiliated unions to press for ‘‘substantial’’ wage gains, 
despite the convention report of a general business slump. 


PRESSURE POINTS 


Power, The National Rural Electric Cooperative 
Association called President Eisenhower's McNary Dam 
speech ‘‘a serious blow to the rural electrification pro- 
gram,'’ in a news release Sept. 24 (CQ Weekly Report, 
p. 1215), The NRECA’s president, Jack Smith of Chase 
City, Va., said policies enunciated by the President will 
curtail progress and deprive rural electric systems of 
low cost sources of electric power. 


Labor, At its seventh biennial convention at Atlantic 
City, N.J,, the United Steel Workers of America called on 
Congress Sept. 23 to raise the hourly minimum wage from 
$.75 to $1.25. A resolution agreed toby delegates stated 
that the present minimum is inadequate to provide a 
‘‘subsistence level of income.”’ 


Wool, Representatives of the nation’s wool growers 
asked the government Sept. 23 to boost price guarantees 
on domestically produced wool an average of about 11 
cents a pound, or about 20 per cent. Secretary of Agri- 
culture Benson said that no decision on the support rate 
will be made now, but he promised an early decision to 
give growers ample time to plan for next year, 


Atomic Energy. ‘wo groups, the National Planning 
Association and Resources for the Future, Inc., Sept. 27 
jointly announced they will undertake a study of the oppor- 
tunities for nonmiiitary use and development o1 atomic 
energy. H, Christian Sonne, Chairman of the NPA Board 
of Trustees, said the two-year inquiry will be directed 
primarily at economic implications of electric energy 
from nuclear reactors. 





Uranium. Speaking at the American Mining Congress, 
Sept. 23, G. R. Kennedy, uranium exploration manager for 
the Kerr-McGee Oil Industries of Oklahoma City, Okla., 
listed questions that must be answered by Congress for 
the uranium industry. The questions referred to the 
future military and civil uses of uranium and involved 
recommendations made by the Atomic Energy Commis- 
sion. Kennedy said the mining industry is ‘‘entitled to 
some expression as to future plans by the AEC,” 


Foreign Trade, The Committee fora National Trade 
Policy made it clear Sept. 28 that it would wage an in- 
tensive campaign for adoption of more liberal foreign 
trade policies by the Government. John S, Coleman, 
chairman of the Committee, told a press conference that 
the program would provide information, develop moral 
support and present facts to legislators in support of 
the Administration’s program for expanding worldtrade, 
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CAMPAIGN DEVELOPMENT 


President Eisenhower appealed for election of a Re- 
publican 84th Congress at a GOP rally at the Hollywood 
Bowl Sept. 23. He said that ‘‘election of a Republican-led 
Congress’’ in November was vital to complete the ‘‘great 
program’’ the Administration has begun. Without a GOP 
Congress, the President warned, his Administration would 
be hamstrung by ‘‘an endless round of political maneuver- 
ings’’ and stymied by ‘‘stagnation and inaction’’ at the 
Congressional level. Republican party leaders praised the 
speech. Republican National Chairman Leonard W, Hall 
said Sept. 28 that it had given party workers a ‘‘shot in 
the arm,”’ 


Mr. Eisenhower completed his three-day tour of 
Montana, Washington, Oregon and California with an ad- 
dress before the AFL convention in Los Angeles Sept. 24, 
in which he said organized labor’s views would receive 
‘‘sympathetic consideration’’ from his Administration, 
He promised to ask Congress to remove ‘‘union-busting’’ 
provisions from the Taft-Hartley Labor Law. The Presi- 
dent also promised to ask Congress to abolish the require- 
ment that union officials sign non-Communist oaths, which 
he described as ‘‘un-American.”’ 


The President’s next scheduled political appearance is 
on a nation-wide television network Oct. 8 as part of the 
celebration of Republican Precinct Day. On Nov. 1, 
election eve, he will make another television appearance 
for a combination political and get-out-the-vote appeal. 


DEMOCRATIC EDGE? 


Vice President Richard M, Nixon -- in Washington 
between campaign speaking tours -- reportedly told GOP 
party leaders Sept. 27 that Democrats currently hold the 
edge in the campaign to capture the House. But Nixon 
predicted that this lead could be overtaken if voter aparhy 
and some GOP organizational splits are overcome before 
Election Day. In Albany, N.Y., Sept. 29, Nixon said that 
Republican candidates were running ahead in nine of the LO 
Senate races he had observed during his recent campaign 
tour. 


Sen. Estes Kefauver (D Tenn.) charged in Portland on 
Sept. 27 that the “Interior Department, with President 
Eisenhower's approval’’ has ‘‘abdicated federal respon- 
sibility for power supply.’ The consequences are that 
‘the government has officially abandoned to the whims of a 
little group of power barons, ..the opportunity to decide how 
much power willbe produced and what they will charge 
for it...without benefit of yardstick comparison,”’ 





Democrats ‘‘opened up’’ on House Speaker Joseph W, 
Martin (R Mass.) Sept. 25, charging that he had cast more 
than votes on key issues ‘‘in direct opposition to the 
published views’’ of President Eisenhower. A special 
memorandum prepared by the Democratic National Com- 
mittee listing Martin’s alleged ‘‘wrong’’ votes has been 
mailed to candidates and party leaders in locaiities where 
Martin is scheduled to speak on behalf of Republicans. 
Martin, in Kansas City on a speaking tour, said, ‘‘I’m not 
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The Winners 


(Incumbents in capital letters) 
Republican Democ rats 
RHODE ISLAND CANDIDATES 

GOVERNOR 

Dean J, Lewis DENNIS J. ROBERTS 

SENATE 

Walter I, Sundlun THEODORE F,. GREEN 
HOUSE . 


AIME J, FORAND 
JOHN E, FOGARTY 


lst Arthur A, Carrellas 
2nd James O, Watts 











even going to answer this stuff,’’ when shown the com- 
mittee’s statement. He showed reporters a letter of 
praise written Sept. 23 by Presiderft Eisenhower. 


RHODE ISLAND GOP PRIMARY 


An unopposed slate of Republican candidates was ap- 
proved in the Rhode Island GOP primary Sept. 29. Ex- 
Mayor Dean J, Lewis (R) of Newportis the party nominee 
for governor. Walter Sundlun of Pawtucket, a Providence 
attorney, is the GOP Senate nominee, and will oppose Sen. 

r rancis © (D) in the general election. In 
the First District, Arthur A, Carrellas, Middletown at- 
torney and former state representative, is the nominee; 
in the Second District, James O, Watts of Narragansett, 
former state assistant attorney general, is the nominee. 
The slate has been approved previously by theGOP state 
committee. Democratic nominees were chosen in the 
Democratic primary Sept. 20(CQ Weekly Report, p. 1214), 


NEW MEXICO CONTEST 


A federal grand jury reported Sept. 25 that charges 
of fraud in the 1952 Senatorial election in New Mexico 
were ‘‘completely irresponsible and without basis in fact.” 


The Albuquerque, N.M., jury declared that accusa- 
tions of voting irregularities initiated by the defeated 
Republican candidate, Maj. Gen. Patrick J, Hurley, against 
Sen. Dennis Chavez (D N.M.) were mostly ‘‘ motivated for 
purely political purposes.’”’ 





‘*We feel that the great majority of these allegations 
should never have been made in the first place as they 
had no basis in fact,’’ the jury reported. 


“The evidence produced before this grand jury 
showed that out of 105,000 ballots which were iavolved 
in the several allegations of this caseonlyan_infinitesi- 
mal number were found to contain any evidence of 





irregularities at all including cases where there was 
strong doubt as to whether there were irregularities."’ 


The report contradicted one made by the Senate 
Elections Subcommittee. The Subcommittee’s majority 
report called for a ‘‘no-contest’’ vote, but it was re- 
jected by the Senate 36-53, (CQ Weekly Report, p. 385). 
Chairman Frank A, Barrett (R Wyo.) on March 22 told the 
Senate his group spent $172,000 on its investigation proper 
while the balance of the group’s $200,000 went for ‘‘or- 
dinary expenses of the committee in Washington.”’ Sen. 
Allen J. Ellender (D La.) said the Subcommittee spent 
$230,000. 








CAMPAIGN SPENDING 


Republican fund-raisers collected almost three times 
as much money as the Democrats did during June, July and 
August for the Congressional election campaign. 


Reports filed with the House of Representatives Sept. 
25 revealed that four national GOP campaign committees 
received $682,600 in the three-month period, compared 
with $239,000 raised by the three Democratic committees. 


During the three-month period, both major parties 
spent more than they collected: Republicans spent 
$749,200, and Democrats $291,400. Reports oncampaign 
spending to the Clerk of the House of Representatives are 
required under the Federal Corrupt Practices Act. 


Totals do not include campaign spending by labor- 
affiliated organizations which in the past have made 
substantial contributions. For example, the AFL’s League 
for Political Education has reported contributions of 
$62,500 to Democratic Senatorial candidates from Jan. 1 
to Aug. 31. The AFL total included $10,000 for ex-Gov. 
W. Kerr Scott (D), who defeated Sen. Alton A, Lennon (D) 
in the North Carolina primary, and $7,500 for the unsuc- 
cessful primary campaign of ex-Gov. Sid McMath (D) 
against Sen. John L. McClellan (D) in Arkansas. Sen. 
Margaret Chase Smith (R Maine) also got a $3,000 con- 
tribution from the league. The CIO’s Political Action 
Committee has not yet fileda report onits campaign con- 
tribution this summer. 








Members of the Rockefeller and Mellon families con- 
tributed a total of $54,500 to the Republican Party war 
chest. The only individual who contributed the maximum 
$5,000 set by law for a single donation was Matthew H, 
McClosky of Philadelphia, who sent the Democratic 
National Committee a check for that amount. 


Republican National Chairman Leonard W, Hall said 
Sept. 28 that the party has had to cut its campaign fund 
goal of $3,800,000. The announced Democratic campaign 
fund goal is $1,000,000. (CQ Weekly Report, p. 1039), 


NEELY SPEECH 


Sen. Matthew_M, Neely (D W, Va.) told a labor con- 
vention Sept. 29 that there won't be ‘‘a friend of labor in 
the White House or the cabinet until we redeem the nation 
from the most reactionary Administration inthe memory 
of living man.’’ Addressing the International Union of 
Electrical, Radio and Machine Workers (CIO), Neely said 
a Congressional majority of ‘‘liberals’’ was needed ‘‘to 
keep the Eisenhower Administration from giving away 
public resources...and leaving the people without any... 
protection from the powerful and the rich.’’ 


CITIZENS FOR EISENHOWER 


John Roosevelt of Hyde Park, N.Y., a son of the late 
President Franklin Delano Roosevelt, was named Sept, 29 
as vice chairman of the National Citizens for Eisenhower 
Congressional Committee. An ‘‘Eisenhower Democrat"’ 
in 1952, and now a registered Republican, Roosevelt 
said he believes in electing a Republican Congress to help 
President Eisenhower. 


Roosevelt announced that he would campaign for a 
GOP Congress, but would not enter the California race 
where his brother, James, is running as a Democrat for 
Congress, or the New York race, where another brother, 
Rep. Franklin D, Roosevelt, Jr., (D), is running for state 
attorney general. 


STATE ROUNDUP 
NEW _ JERSEY: 


co-sponsor of the Taft -Hartley Labor Law said Aug. 27 
he would not run against ex-Rep. Clifford P, Case (R) as 
a formal write-in candidate for the Senate, but would not 
object to supporters writing his name on the ballot on an 
informal basis, Case, who is opposed by Rep. Charles R, 
Howell (D), has been the center of a controversy stirred 
up by his statements criticizing Sen. Joseph R, McCarthy 
(R Wis.). 





Ex-Rep. Fred A, Hartley, Jr, (R), 


NEW YORK: Averell Harriman, Democratic nominee 
for Governor, was endorsed Sept. 23 by the Liberal! Party, 
the third largest political group in the state. John T, 
McManus, the American Labor Party's candidate for 
Governor in 1950, was chosen Sept. 21 as the ALP 
nominee for Governor. McManus, 49, is general manager 
of The National Guardian, a weekly publication. The 
Democratic statecommittee Sept. 23 re-elected Richard 
H, Balch of Utica as state chairman, 


OREGON; Sen, Wayne L, Morse (I Ore.) said Sept. 
24 he would remain registered as a Republican until 
after the Nov. 2 election. Morse told a Democratic 
group in Portland he expected his opponents might take 
some legal action in an effort to get him out of office 
once he switched officially from the GOP, ‘‘I don’t want 
to give them a chance to start a sideshow before the 
election,’’ Morse added. 


WEST VIRGINIA: John L, Lewis’ United Mine Work- 
ers union Sept. 23 urged West Virginia miners to support 
Sen. Matthew M, Neely (D) in his bid for re-election 
against the Republican nominee, Thomas B, Sweeney of 
Wheeling. 


CORRECTION 


Jim Carty of Woodland, Wash., was erroneously 
carried as winner of the Democratic nomination in the 
Third Congressional District in the Washington primary 
Sept. 14 (CQ Weekly Report, pp. 1181-1182), Former 
State Sen. Clyde V, Tisdale (D) of Raymond defeated Carty 
by about 200 votes, based on a count of absentee ballots. 
The Democratic state chairman announced Sept. 28 that 
the Democratic state central committee had voted to with- 
hold support from Tisdale, who acknowledged during the 
primary campaign that he once belonged to the Communist 
party 
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Committee Shuffles 


McCARRAN-KILGORE 


The death in his home state Sept. 28 of Sen. Pat 
McCarran (D Nev.) made Sen. Harley M, Kilgore (W.Va.) 
ranking Democrat onthe important Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee. Kilgore is thus in line for the Chairmanship if 
Democrats win control of the Senate in November. 





Kilgore is a veteran New Deal-Fair Deal proponent 
who voted in opposition to McCarran on many issues, in- 
cluding passage over President Truman’s vetoes of Mc- 
Carran’s Internal Security Act of 1950 and the Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization Act of 1952. (However, McCarran 
and Kilgore both voted for passage before the vetoes.) 
Before Senate control shifted to the Republicans, Mc- 
Carran was Chairman of the Judiciary Committee and 
the Internal Security Subcommittee. Just before his 
death at Hawthorne, the veteran Nevada Senator had called 
for election of a Democratic Senate and his restoration 
to the Judiciary Chairmanship. 


The Judiciary Chairman almost automatically be- 
comes a leading figure in the Senate The present 
Chairman, William Langer (R N,D,), stated late in the 
recent session that the Judiciary Committee had handled 
about half the legislation offered in the 83rd Congress. 
He described the Committee’s workload as ‘47.8 per 
cent of all Senate bills and resolutions introduced; 55.9 
per cent of all House bills and resolutions presented 
in the Senate; 49.9 per cent of all bills and resolutions 
irrespective of origin’’ (Congressional Record, Aug. 20, 
1954, p. 14692), The Committee also handles all private 
bills, 





HEADED ANTI-RED UNIT 


One of Congress’ widely known ‘‘Red Hunters,’’ 
McCarran was the first Chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee’s Internal Security Subcommittee, now headed by 
William E, Jenner (R Ind.). McCarran also was a high- 
ranking minority member of the Senate Appropriations 
Committee, His death and that of Sen. Burnet R, Maybank 
(D S, C,) have caused two vacancies on the Democratic 
side of that Committee. When Maybank died Sept. | 
Sens, Olin D, Johnston (S,C,) and Spessard L, Holland 
(Fla,) were mentioned for the vacancy (CQ Weekly Re- 
port, p. 1137), 











The McCarran and Maybank deaths--McCarran was 
the ninth Senator to die since the 83rd Congress was 
elected--would mean a shift in the regional dispersion of 
the 15 Senate committee chairmanships if the Democrats 
wind up in control in 1955, The probable breakdown of 
chairmanships under Democratic control; South, five; 
West, four; Border states, four; and Midwest and New 
England, each one. Sen. J, W, Fulbright (D Ark.), like 
Kilgore from a Border state, replaces Maybank as rank- 
ing Democrat on the Banking and Currency Committee. 





Nevada Democrats and Republicans disagree on how 
McCarran’s successor should be chosen, and the issue 
may wind up in the courts. 


Gov. Charles H, Russell, a Republican, wanted to ap- 
point a successor to fill the remaining twg years of Mc- 
Carran’s term. Democrats, however, contended the 


Copy 


PAGE 1238 








CQ Voting Scorecard 


Voting statistics in percentages for Sens. Pat Mc- 
Carran (D Nev.) and Harley M, Kilgore (D W.Va.) for 
the 79th through 83rd Congresses. For definitions and 
details, see CQ Almanac, Vol. IX, 1953, pp. 77-82 and 
92-99. 





Bipartisan 


Support On the Record 


Party Unity 





Mc- _ Kil- Mc- Kil- Mc-_ Kil- 
Carran _gore Carran gore Carran gore 
83rd 49%, 89Y, 644, 644, 85% 
82nd 52 93 84 67 97 
8lst 58 90 be 77 99 
80th 78 96 77 70 87 
79th 63 92 71 76 76 





On Eisenhower Program 
Active Support 





McCarran 29%, 

Kilgore 29 
McCarran 43 

Kilgore 51 
McCarran 33 

Kilgore 59 -- 
McCarran 62 69%, 
Kilgore 78 90 


Active Opposition 


Party Voting 


Voting Participation 











vacancy must be filled at the Nov. 2 election. Russell 
referred the question to Nevada’s attorney general, Wil- 
liam Mathews, a Democrat, who Sept. 30 ruled Nevada 
voters, and not the governor, may designate the man who 
will finish McCarran’s term. 


McCarran’s Successor Named 


Russell Oct. | appointed a Republican, Attorney 
Ernest Brown, 51, to succeed McCarran. Brown will be 
the 49th Republican in the Senate, which has 46 Demo- 
crats and one independent. The governor said Brown 
had assured him he ‘will wholeheartedly support the 
Eisenhower Administration,.”’ 


Nevada Democrats continued preparations for a 
nominating convention. Thomas Smith, Republican state 
chairman, said the Nevada Supreme Court would be asked 
to rule out filing of candidates for a Nov. 2 election. If 
the Court refuses an injunction, Smith said, Brown will 
be the GOP nominee. 

Both parties indicated they would nominate candidates 
for the Senate vacancy, in case thecourt refuses to block 
the election, Nevada law permits Republican and Demo- 
cratic State Central Committees to nominate candidates 
for a vacancy -- provided they do it 30 days before the 
election. Thus, Oct. 3 is the deadline. 


One interpretation of Nevada’s election laws would 
give the governor power to appoint a successor to a va- 
cant political office to serve until the next general elec- 
tion, Another specifies that in case of an officeholder’s 
death after the primary, party central committees may de- 
signate a candidate to be voted on at the next general 
election. 


Nevada’s other Senator, George W, Malone, is a Re- 
publican, as is the state’s lone Representative, Clifton 
Young, who is running for re-election. 
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SEDITION TRIAL 


Lolita Lebron told a New York Federal jury on Sept. 
27 that she alone inspired the shooting of five Congress- 
men last March (CQ Weekly Report, p. 875,1177), Mrs. 
Lebron and 12 others are charged with seditious con- 
spiracy to overthrow the U.S, Government as members 
of the Puerto Rican Nationalist Party. The government 
rested its case Sept. 23. 


CONGRESSIONAL BRIEFS 


COFFEE PROBE 


Chairman J, Glenn Beall (R Md.) announced his 
special Senate Banking Subcommittee will resume public 
hearings Oct. 12 to develop legislation for averting 
‘repetition of the spiralling coffee prices.’’ Sen. Beall 
said it is easy to manipulate market prices of coffee 
because of ‘‘trading practices on the New York Coffee and 
Sugar Exchange, the lack of reliable statistics on crop 
estimates and production, and the lack of proper safe- 
guards to prevent abuses and irregularities on the coffee 
exchange.’’ Coffee traders have denied contributing to 
the price spiral (CQ Weekly Report, p. 459). 





BUDGET CUTS 


In a letter to Sen. Styles Bridges (R N.H.), Budget 
Bureau Director Rowland R, Hughes said Sept. 24 the 
Administration was not ‘‘using the ax too heavily on ex- 
penditures.’’ Hughes added that President Eisenhower's 
spending plans called for ‘‘fiscal soundness, military, 
and economic strength and the increased welfare of the 
country.’’ 

Bridges had written Hughes he was ‘‘somewhat dis- 
turbed to see varying but critical’’ news on the revised 
fiscal 1955 budget (CQ Weekly Report, p. 1178). 

In separate statements Sept. 25, Sen. John M, Butler 
(R Md.) said ‘‘more economies znd more tax cuts can be 
expected,’’ while Sen. Richard B, Russell (DGa.) charged 
the Eisenhower Administration with making budget cuts 
‘tin the wrong place and atthe wrongtime.’’ Russell said 
this was causing the U.S, to lose a ‘‘precious year in the 
contest for air supremacy’’ with Russia. 

Rep. John Taber (R N.Y.), ‘chairman of the House 
Appropriations Committee, said Sept. 29 the Eisenhower 
Administration had made ‘‘magnificent headway toward 
balancing the budget, without decreasing the efficiency of 
federal functions.”’ 





LENNON STILL SENATOR 


Sen. Alton A, Lennon’s (D N.C.) term of office will 
continue beyond the Nov. 2 election until his successor 
presents his credentials, he was informed Sept. 29 by J. 
Mark Trice, Secretary of the Senate, 





ARMY SEGREGATION 


Rep. Adam C, Powell (D N.Y.), one of two Negro 
members of Congress, complained to President Eisen- 
howerthat the Army at Fort Bliss, Texas, permitted 





segregation. He said a posted order bore the notation 
‘‘For Caucasians Only.’’ A Fort Bliss spokesman ex- 
plained: ‘‘We do not condone any segregation or discri- 
mination at Fort Bliss.’ The post inspector general was 
ordered to investigate. 


CARLSON ON TAXATION 


Sen. Frank Carlson (R Kan.) told the National Tax 
Association conference Sept. 29 that ‘‘all segments of the 
population,’’ not just ‘‘big business and wealthy individ- 
uals,’ benefited from the 1954 tax revision law. He said 
it ‘‘took real courage...to reverse a 20-year trend toward 
the socialistic theory that taxes should serve as weapons 
for social reform.”’ 





SHORT SURVEYS EUROPE 


Chairman Dewey Short (R Mo.) of the House Armed 
Services Committee said Sept. 29 that France and 
Germany looked more prosperous than Missouri when he 
toured western Europe. He said his constituents ‘‘would 
never forgive me for voting dollar aid for Europe’’ if 
they ‘‘had seen what I've seen."’ Short said France ‘‘has 
a lot of fight’’ and should be included in the European de- 
fense scheme. 


IMMIGRANT BOTTLENECK 


Sen. Thomas C, Hennings (D Mo.), returning Sept. 28 
from one month in Europe, said there is a ‘‘bottleneck 
somewhere’’ in operation of the plan for emergency 
immigration of 214,000 refugees as authorized by Cong- 
ress in 1953. The State Department will be asked to 
explain, Hennings said, why only seven of the 55,000 
Germans authorized have been granted entrance (CQ 
Weekly Report, p. 1168). 





KNOWLAND -- ATTLEE 


Senate Majority Leader William F, Knowland (R 
Calif.) Sept. 29 accused Clement Attlee, British Labor 
Party leader, of giving ‘‘aid and comfort’’ tothe Chinese 
Communists Sept. 27 when he urged that Formosa be 
‘‘reunited’’ with mainland China. 





FLAXSEED SALES COMPLAINT 


Rep. Lester Holtzman (D N.Y.) accused the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture on Sept. 26 of helping ‘‘a few privil- 
eged grain exporters’’ earn vast profits by non-com- 
petitive purchase of flaxseed acquired under a farm price 
support program. He said the Commodity Stabilization 
Service had sold more than 4,850,000 bushels of flax- 
seed in May, June and July at $2.27 a bushel, substan- 
tially below the world market.’’ Walter Berger, Asso- 
ciate Administrator of the CSS, said the price was in 
line with world markets. Public announcements, he said, 
have been made that the flaxseed was available for any- 
one who wanted to buy. 





Copyright 1954 Congress:onal 


" Week ending Oct. 1, 1954 -- PAGE 1239 


Quorterly News Features 








the executive branch 





RURAL ELECTRIFICATION 


Administration support for rural electrification pro- 
grams was pledged by President Eisenhower Sept. 28. 
‘‘It is our determination that these programs shall fully 
accomplish their purposes,’’ the President declared in a 
letter. ‘‘We shall continue togive them our wholehearted 
support,’’ 

Sen, Wayne Morse (I Ore.) and various Democrats 
have accused the Administration of trying tokill the pro- 
gram. The President's letter was an apparent rebuttal 
to those charges. In listing accomplishments ofthe pro- 
gram in the last fiscal year, the President did not differ- 
entiate between loans for expansion of existing facilities 
and those known as generating and transmission loans for 
construction of new steam plants and transmission lines 
by rural cooperatives. Democrats have charged that loans 
for generating and transmission have virtually been 
eliminated. 


SCHOOL AID 


President Eisenhower sent letters to state governors 
on Sept. 28 urging that they undertake a “thorough wide- 
spread and concerted’’ study of local tax resources as a 
means of aiding public schools. ‘‘I deeply believe that the 
primary responsibility for meeting these problems must 
lie with the states and local communities, and that the 
federal government should strengthen and not interfere 
with state administration of education,’’ the President's 
letter declared, The letters also informed governors of 
state allocations from the $700,000 voted by Congress for 
state conferences on education, 


AID TO TRADE 


President Eisenhower indicated on Sept. 24 he would 
continue his efforts to lower barriers to international 
trade, He sent a message to the World Bank and Inter- 
national Monetary Fund annual meeting declaring that 
both have ‘‘the assurance of our support’’ in efforts to 
strike restrictions from free world trade. Secretary of 
the Treasury George M, Humphrey told the meeting that 
the United States ‘‘has taken and will continue to take its 
part in trying further to remove unnecessary restrictions 
on international trade’’ (CQ Weekly Report, p. 1092), 


PRESIDENTIAL APPOINTMENTS 


The President Sept. 25 named George C, McConn- 
aughey of Ohio to serve under a recess appointment as 
chairman of the Federal Communications Commission, 
McConnaughey, a Republican, will fill the unexpired term 
of George E, Sterling. He also succeeds Rosel H, Hyde as 
chairman. 

Neil McElroy of Ohio Sept. 27 accepted a Presidential 
offer to assume the chairmanship of the forthcoming 
White House conference on education (CQ Weekly Report, 
p. 772). 


MASSIVE RETALIATION 


The Administration’s controversial policy of ‘‘mas- 
sive retaliation’’ against aggressors ‘‘still stands,’’ Adm. 
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Arthur Radford, vnairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
said Sept. 27 in Detroit. He declared ‘‘it is not a policy 
that commits us to instant atomic retaliation against all 
forms of aggression. We do not depend exclusively upon 
any one weapon, or any one service, nor do we anticipate 
any one kind of war.’’ Rather it is a policy ‘‘of having 
persuasive power to help preserve peace, and to make 
the costs of aggression exceed any potential gains,”’ 
Radford added. 


LABOR VS. COMMERCE 


Secretary of Labor James P, Mitchell said Sept. 30 
he would ‘‘be disturbed if Commerce Department opinions 
on labor relations gained ascendancy.’’ Differences with 
Secretary of Commerce Sinclair Weeks arose partially, 
he said, from the question of revising anti-trust laws so 
that they apply tolabor unions, which are now exempt. 
Mitchell is urging continued exemption for unions, but 
Weeks wants unions to be made subject to anti-trust laws. 


JUSTICE STUDIES PRESS 


Attorney General Herbert Brownell, Jr., disclosed on 
Sept. 24 that the Justice Department has been studying the 
question of maintaining a balance ‘‘ between a fair trial and 
a free press.’’ Both have constitutional guarantees, but 
it is difficult, he said, to determine where ‘‘we draw the 
fine line between the public’s right to news and the individ- 
ual’s right to justice." The study is particularly con- 
cerned with Canon 20 of the American Bar Association 
code which, generally, condemns divulgence by an attorney 
to the press of information on pending litigation which 
might interfere with a fair trial. 


ECONOMIC AID ENDS 


Foreign Operations Administrator Harold E, Stassen 
told a news conference Sept. 29 that ‘‘economic aid has 
ended with a position of great strength inEurope.’’ Gold 
reserves of Europe’s NATO powers and Germany rose 
above $10 billion in September. Stassen said that marked 
an end to further U.S, economic aid. ‘‘All the NATO 
countries and Germany are on their own feet in an 
economic sense,’’ he said. Stassen declared that a re- 
study is being made of the $785 million allocated for Indo- 
China because it ‘‘was designed for purposes that cannot 
be carried out’’ (CQ Weekly Report, p. 1080). 


TANK CONTRACTS 


The Army announced Sept. 29 award of a $160,601 ,200 
tank contract to Chrysler Corporation. Secretary Robert 
T. Stevens said there was noconnection between the award 
and Democratic criticism of shifts in production from 
Chrysler to General Motors (CQ Weekly Report, p. 327). 
Sen. Henry M, Jackson (D Wash.) said Sept. 26 that GM’s 
defense contracts were increased by $1.7 billion during 
the first 18 months of the Eisenhower Administration, 
Secretary of Defense Charles E. Wilson, replied Sept. 27 
that the contracts in question were negotiated during the 
Truman Administration. 
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McCARTHY CENSURE 
Committee. Senate Select Committee to Study Cen- 
sure Charges. 

Action. Recommended unanimously in a Sept. 27 re- 
port that the Senate adopt a resolution (S Res 301), with 
amendments, to censure Sen. Joseph R, McCarthy (R 
Wis.), (For other recommendations, see p. 1243.) 

Background. The censure resolution, offered July 
30 by Sen. Ralph E, Flanders (R Vt.), with amendments 
by Sens. Wayne Morse (I Ore.), J, W, Fulbright (D Ark.) 
and Flanders, was referred to the Select Committee Aug. 
2. 








The Committee began hearings Aug. 31 after five 
categories containing 13 charges had beendrawnup. (For 
proceedings, see CQ Weekly Report, p. 1186; for censure 
precedents, see p. 1006, for charges, see p. 1113.) The 
Senate is scheduled to meet Nov. 8 toconsider the censure 
recommendation (CQ Weekly Report, p.1217), 

Charges. The Committee recommended censure in 
two of the five categories of charges (see adjoining 
column), The Committee concluded that (1) McCarthy’s 
conduct toward the Senate Subcommittee on Privileges 
and Elections of the Rules and Administration Committee 
during the 82nd Congress was “‘contemptuous,’’ while 
(2) the Wisconsin Senator’s treatment of Brig. Gen. Ralph 
W. Zwicker as a witness was ‘‘reprehensible.’’ Censure 

, Was recommended on both counts. 

In three other categories, McCarthy was criticized 
in the report, but censure was not recommended. These 
categories included charges that McCarthy (1) encouraged 
federal employees to violate the law, executive orders or 
their oaths of office, (2) received or used confidential or 
classified information from executive files, and (3) abusec 
his colleagues in the Senate. 

Charges considered by the Committee in Category I, 
on which censure was recommended, included: 

That McCarthy refused invitations to testify before 
the Privileges and Elections Subcommittee during the 82nd 
Congress. The Subcommittee was studying a resolution 
(S Res 187) to oust McCarthy from his Senate seat. (See 
CQ Almanacs, Vol. VII, 1951, pp. 358-361; Vol. VIII, 1952, 
p. 259 ff) 

That he declined to comply with a request from the 
chairman of the Subcommittee to give information con- 
cerning his activities as a Member of the Senate 

‘*That he denounced the Subcommittee and contempt- 
uously refused to comply with its request’ 


That he showea ‘‘contempt for the Senate’’ by failing 
to explain six charges contained in the subsequent Sub- 
committee report 

That he ‘‘ridiculed and defamed Sen. (Robert C,) 
Hendrickson (R N.J.) in vulgar and base language, calling 
him: ‘A living miracle without brains or guts.’”’ 

In regard to legal questions raised by McCarthy and 
his counsel, the Select Committee decided that (1) the 
Senate is a continuing body; (2) ithas the power to censure 
a Senator for conduct occurring during his priorterm as 
Senator; (3) the Subcommittee was not acting beyond its 
jurisdiction; (4) it was McCarthy's duty to accept the in- 
vitations of the Subcommittee to appear; (5) his failure to 
appear was obstructive of the processes of the Senate; 
(6) his conduct toward the Subcommittee was ‘‘contempt- 
uous;"’ and (7) he did ‘‘denounce’’ the Subcommittee with- 
out justification by charging the group with political waste 
and dishonesty. 

The Select Committee also decided that McCarthy's 
re-election in 1952 did not settle these matters, 

‘‘It is therefore the conclusion of the Select Com- 
mittee,’’ said the report, ‘‘that the conduct of the junior 
Senator from Wisconsin toward the Subcommittee on 
Privileges and Elections, toward its members, including 
the statement concerning Sen. Hendrickson acting as a 
member of the Subcommittee, and toward the Senate, was 
contemptuous, contumacious, and denunciatory, without 
reason or justification, and was obstructive to legislative 
processes. For this conduct, it is our recommendation 
that he be censured by the Senate.’’ 





Censure Report Highlights 


Here is a summary of the categories of charges 
against Sen. Joseph R, McCarthy (R Wis.) considered 
by the Select Committee, with conclusions reached by 
that unit; 





Category I--That McCarthy showed contempt for 
a Senatorial Committee and its Members. This was 
‘‘contemptuous...without reason...obstructive..."’ He 
should be censured. 


Category IIl--That McCarthy encouraged govern- 
ment employees to violate the law. ‘‘Suchconduct....is 
deemed improper.’’ However, since the issue was con- 
fused, there is not ‘‘ground for censure.’’ 


Category III--That McCarthy used confidential in- 
formation unlawfully. He ‘‘committed grave error (and) 
irresponsibility’’ but because of mitigating circum- 
stances ‘‘we do not recommend censure."’ 


Category IV--That McCarthy abused Senate col- 
leagues, including Sen. Ralph E, Flanders (RK Vt.), 
McCarthy’s remarks to Flanders were “highly im- 
proper’’ but ‘‘do not constitute a basis for censure."’ 
Conduct toward other Senators was considered in 
Category I, 


Category V--That McCarthy abused Brig. Gen. 
Ralph W, Zwicker. McCarthy's conduct was ‘‘repre- 
hensible...he should be censured by the Senate."’ 
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Category Il -- included charges: 

That McCarthy before nationwide television cameras 
during the Army-McCarthy hearings ‘‘invited, urged and 
incited employees of the government to violate the law 
and their oaths of office’’ 

That he ‘‘incited such employees to give himclassi- 
fied information’’ 

‘*That the supplying of such classified information 
by such employees would be illegal, in violation of 
Presidential orders and contrary to the constitutional 
rights of the Chief Executive.”’ 

The Committee concluded that ‘‘the conduct of Sen. 
McCarthy in inviting federal employees to supply him with 
information, without expressly excluding therefrom clas- 
sified documents, tends to create a disruption of the 
orderly and constitutional functicning of the executive 
and legislative branches...which tends to bring both into 
disrepute. Such conduct cannot be condoned and is 
deemed improper. 

‘‘However, the committee, preferring to give Sen. 
McCarthy the benefit of...doubts...and in recognition of the 
Senator’s responsibilities as Chairman of the Committee 
on Government Operations and its Permanent Subcommit- 
tee on Investigations, does not-feel justified in proposing 
his acts in this particular to the Senate as ground for 
censure.’’ 

Category III included charges: 

That McCarthy ‘‘received and used confidential infor - 
mation unlawfully obtained from an executive department 
Classified document and failed to restore the document 

‘*That in doing so he was in possible violation of the 
Espionage Act 

‘*That he offered such information to a Senate Sub- 
committee in the form of a spurious document.’’ 

These charges referred to McCarthy’s attempts to 
make public during the Army-McCarthy hearings (CQ 
Weekly Report, pp. 590, 783) a two-and-one-quarter-page 
document containing information from a classified FBI 
memorandum. McCarthy introduced the document as a 
letter from FBI Director J, Edgar Hoover to the Army. 

The Select Committee concluded that ‘‘in offering to 
make yublic the contents of this classified document,’’ 
McCarthy ‘‘committed grave error. He manifested a high 
degree of irresponsibility toward the purposes of the 
statutes and executive directives prohibiting disclosure to 
unauthorized persons of classified information...’’ The 
Committee said it ‘‘recognizes, however, that at the time 
in question Sen. McCarthy was under the stress and 
strain of being tried or investigated by the Subcommittee. 
These mitigating circumstances are such that we do not 
recommend censure on the specification included in 
Category III,’’ 

Charges in Category IV were that McCarthy publicly 
ridiculed Sens, Hendrickson and Flanders. He was 
accused of calling Flanders ‘‘senile,’’ and saying ‘‘I 
think they should get a man with a net and take him to a 
good quiet place.’’ McCarthy was also charged with 
accusing members of the Privileges and Elections Sub- 
committee of improper conduct. 

The Committee concluded that the ‘‘remarks of Sen. 
McCarthy concerning Senator Flanders were highly im- 
proper,’’ but ‘‘do not constitute a basis for censure’’ 
since they were induced by Flanders’ speeches about 
McCarthy. 

Category V, on which censure was recommended, 
dealt with McCarthy's treatment of General Zwicker. 
The officer appeared before McCarthy in executive 
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session as a witness Feb. 18, 1954 (CQ Weekly Report, 
p. 256-57). 

Charges were that McCarthy ‘‘impugned the loyalty, 
patriotism and character’’ of Zwicker, and ‘‘ resorted to 
abusive conduct’’ in charging that Zwicker ‘‘was unfit to 
wear the uniform.”’ 

The Committee found ‘‘there is no evidence that 
General Zwicker was not telling the truth in testifying,’’ 
as McCarthy implied, nor was there ‘‘evidence that Gen- 
era! Zwicker was intentionally irritating, evasive or 
arrogant,’’ as McCarthy contended. 

‘*The select committee concludes,’’ said the report, 
‘‘that the conduct of Sen. McCarthy toward General 
Zwicker was reprehensible, and that for this conduct he 
should be censured by the Senate.”’ 

About 34 charges, some of thern overlapping, were 
eliminated from consideration by the committee. Some, 
the report said, were dropped because of ‘‘legal insuf- 
ficiency’’ others because of ‘‘doubtful validity as a basis 
for censure,’’ others because the committee thought it did 
not have jurisdiction to consider them. Twelve general 
grounds were established upon which charges were 
dropped. 

Related Developments. 

McCarthy served office notice Sept. 30 that he will 
defend himself against the censure charges when the Sen- 
ate reconvenes Nov. 8. Through his attorney, Edward 
Bennett Williams, McCarthy presented a bill of exceptions 
to the Watkins Committee. The Bill of Exceptions con- 
tends that there is ample precedent for the kind of cross- 
examination McCarthy gave Zwicker. It also contends 
contempt charges in connection with the Elections Sub- 
committee are an ‘‘after thought,’’ and should have been 
brought during the 82nd Congress if brought at all. 

Though most Senators were noncommital on how they 
would vote on the censure recommendation, comment 
came from some lawmakers. 

Sen. Everett McKinley Dirksen (R Ill.) -- said to 
censure McCarthy for refusing to appear before a Senate 
unit was ‘‘a fragile foundation on which toerect a case of 
censure.’’ 

Sen. A, Willis Robertson (D Va.) -- ‘‘My present 
feeling is that I shall vote to accept its report.’’ 

Sen. Styles Bridges (R N.H.) -- ‘‘The censure of a 
U.S. Senator is a very serious matter. We must be 
extremely careful not to establish a precedent that 
will limit the effective action of any of our Members...”’ 

Sen. Lister Hill (D Ala.) -- ‘‘Il am certain that the 
committee was absolutely right in recommending cen- 
sure.,."’ 

Sen. Herman Welker (R Idaho) -- disagreed with the 
committee recommendations. 

Sen. Olin D, Johnston (D S.C.) -- The Committee's 
unanimous findings ‘‘will have a lot of bearing on my 
decision.’’ 

Sen. John L, McClellan (D Ark.) -- said the Commit- 
tee ‘‘has conscientiously done what it felt to be its duty.’’ 

Sen. Wayne Morse (I Ore.) -- said the report “has 
left no room fer doubt about the fact that McCarthy has 
conducted himself in a manner unbecoming a Senator.”’ 

Sen. Henry M, Jackson (D Wash.) -- ‘‘their report, 
findings and recommendations will carry great weight 
in the final action taken by the Senate.’’ 

Sen, Frank A, Barrett (R Wyo.) -- said he did not 
believe the Committee found ‘‘sufficient ground’’ for 
censure. 





























WATKINS COMMITTEE RECOMMENDS CODE FOR PROBES 


The Senate Select Committee report of Sept. 27 which 
proposed censure of Joseph R. McCarthy (R Wis.) also 
proposed tightening Congressional investigative proced- 
ures and suggested that certain ‘‘classified’’ government 
information should be available to Congress. 

Through an amendment to S Res 301, the resolution 
for censure, the Senate also submitted a proposal by Sen. 
Prescott Bush (R Conn.) to the Select Committee for its 
consideration. Inits report, the Committee said of Bush's 
suggestions for changes in committee procedure, (CQ 
Weekly Report, p. 671) that had ‘‘certain rules’’ been in 
effect ‘‘muchofthe criticism against investigative com- 
mittee hearings would have been avoided.’’ It recom- 
mended action on this separate resolution: 

‘*Resolved, That subsection 3 of Rule XXV of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate is amended by adding at the 
end thereof the following: 

***(c) No witness shall be required totestify before a 
committee or subcommittee with less than two members 
present, unless the Committee or subcommittee by ma- 
jority vote agrees that one member may hold the hearing, 
or the witness waives any objection to testifying before 
one member. 

‘** (d) Committee interrogation of witnesses shall be 
conducted only by members and authorized staff personnel 
of the committee,andno person shall be employed or 
assigned to investigate activities until approved by the 
committee. 

*** (e) No testimony taken or material presented in an 
executive session shall be made public, either in whole or 
in part or by way of summary, unless authorized by ma- 
jority vote of the committee. 








(f) Vouchers covering expenditures of any investi - 
gating committee shall be accompanied by a statement 
signed by the chairman that the investigation was duly 
authorized and conducted under the provisions of this rule.’ 

‘And we recommend that this amendment to the rules 
be approved by the Senate to be effective Jan, 3, 1955."’ 

Rule XXV deals with committee quorums. 

The Select Committee noted that the Subcommittee on 
Rules of the Senate Rules and Administration Committee 
has held ‘‘extensive hearings’’ on the subject of codes 
for probes (CQ Weekly Report, p. 1057), 

Chairman William E, Jenner (R Ind.) of the Rules 
Committee, Sept. 29 invited Chairman Arthur V, Watkins 








(R Utah) of the Select Committee to testify before Jenner's 
committee on the proposals for rules changes 

Jenner said in an interview he wanted to find out why 
Watkins ‘‘conducted a one-man hearing’’ in questioning 
Senate Parliamentarian Charles L, Watkins (no reiation), 

The recommendation in the Sept. 27 report pertaining 
to classified information said: 

‘*The Committee recommends that the leadership of 
the Senate endeavor to arrange a meeting of the chairman 
and the ranking minority members of the standing commit- 
tees of the Senate with responsible department heads in the 
executive branch of the government in aneffort to clarify 
the mechanisms for obtaining such restricted information 
as Senate committees would find helpful in carrying out 
their duly authorized functions and responsibilities."’ 

A discussion of legal issues involved in the rights of 
Congress to be informed and the right of the executive 
departments to keep information secret for national 
security also was contained in the report. 





Sen. Herbert H, Lehman (D N.Y.) -- ‘‘Itis now clear 
that Sen, McCarthy should not only be censured but should 
be removed immediately from his chairmanship.’’ 

Sen. John O, Pastore (DR.,I,) -- ‘It would take strong 
convincing to dissuade me from,supporting the unanimous 
recommendations of the select, bipartisan committee.”’ 

Sen. Ralph E, Flanders (R Vt.) -- ‘I think the com- 
mittee has done a good job...1 don’t want to fight any 
more.”’ 











INDIAN BUREAU 


Committee. House Interior and Insular Affairs 
Special Subcommittee to Investigate the Indian Bureau 
of Interior Department. ; 

Action. Sept. 30 issued a report recommending that 
the Indian Bureau be stripped of several of its most im- 
portant functions. The group recommended: 

That educational activities carried on by the Bureau 
be transferred to the states where the various tribes are 
located, possibly through contracts with local school 
districts. 

That Indian health services be transferred to the 
Department of Health Education and Welfare. 

That Indian Bureau welfare activities be ended or 
transferred to Health Education and Welfare Department 
or some other government agency. 

That law and order functions of the Indian Bureau be 
transferred entirely to the states. 


ECONOMIC PROGRAM 


Committee. Joint Committee on the Economic Report, 

Action, Issued, staff study Sept. 24 summarizing 
Congressional action on Presidential recommendations 
submitted in the 1954 Economic Report (CQ Weekly Re- 
port, pp. 142-43), 

Chairman Jesse P, Wolcott (R Mich.) concluded that 
‘‘by and large, the program...has found favorable accept- 
ance...."" 

For CQ’s tabulation of Congressional action, see 
Weekly Report, pp. 1117 ff. 





FINE ARTS PROGRAMS 


Committee. House Education and Labor, Special 
Subcommittee on grants for fine arts programs. 

Action, Reported to the full committee its opposi- 
tion Sept. 28 to any federal money aidto the fine arts, A 
minority report, however, told why the fine arts should 
get federal support. 

Majority conclusion. Reps. Albert H, Bosch(R N.Y.) 
and Clifton Young (R Nev.) said: ‘‘We do not believe 
this is a proper area for the expenditure of federal funds. 
It is a matter...for state, local and private initiative.’’ 

Minority Conclusion. Rep. Charles R, Howell (D 
N.J.) said aid to fine arts would counteract Russian 
propaganda, which pictures ‘‘our citizens as gum- 
chewing, insensitive, materialistic barbarians,"’ 
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INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION 


Committee, Senate Judiciary Subcommittee on In- 
ternal Security. 

Action. Sept. 29 released printed testimony on ‘‘in- 
terlocking subversion inGovernment Departments’’ given 
at hearings Jan. 8, March 2 and April 8. 

Chairman William E, Jenner (R Ind.), noting that the 
Justice Department has assigned subversion experts to 
work with several grand juries, expressed pleasure that 
the Department was making use of anti-Communist legis- 
lation passed during the 1954 Congressional session. 





Hearings 
COMMUNIST AGGRESSION 


Committee. Special House Committee on Communist 
Aggression, Subcommittee on Latin America. 


Began Hearings Sept. 27, on communism inGuatemala. 





Background, See CQ Weekly Report, p. 1142. 

Testimony. Sept. 27, President Carlos Castillo 
Armas of Guatemala, through the medium of tape record- 
ings testified that his country is ‘‘ gutted by years of Com- 
munist misrule’’ and needs economic and technical aid, 

Raul Midence, a member of the Guatemalan National 
Defense Committee Against Communism, submitted find- 
ings of his committee alleging that ousted President 
Jacobo Arbenz was controlled by the Communists and, 
with his wife, participated in a ‘‘gigantic malversion”’ of 
public funds. 

Sept. 28. Lionel Sisniega Otera, university anti- 
Communist leader, told the Subcommittee two P residents 
of Guatemala, Jacobo Arbenz and Juan Arevalo, both co- 
ope rated with the Communists. He said they put Commu- 
nists in control of labor unions, the school system and 
government departments. 


LABOR RACKETEERING 


Committee. Special Anti-Racketeering Subcom- 
mittee, House Government Operations. 

Held Hearings in Cleveland Sept, 27-30 on alleged 
racketeering in the juke box and vending machine indust- 
ries, excavating and dump truck businesses, and the ‘‘un- 
loading racket.'’ 

Testimony. Sept. 27. Richard L, (Moose) Finley, an 
ex-convict, said the Shaker Trucking Company of Cleve- 
land faid him about $20,000 for 12 bombings and other 
acts of vandalism in a three-year period. Joseph Tris- 
caro, former president of the company, and Sebastian 
Marabito, co-owner, the men who allegedly paid Finley for 
the bombings, refused to answer questions on grounds of 
self-incrimination. 

Sept. 28. Louis (Babe) Triscaro, head of the AFL 
Teamsters’ Local 436, who pleaded the Fifth Amendment 
in refusing to tell his income for 1951 and 1952, said 15 
per cent of the Local's health and welfare fund was used 
for administrative purposes, Triscaro and Ernest M, 
Green, a trustee of the fund and officer of the Loesch and 
Green Construction Company, indicated that 85 per cent of 
the fund was used for life and accident insurance for 
union members and for construction of a medical clinic. 

Sept. 29. Triscaro described the proposed clinic, 
approved by union members in 1952, as a monument to 
himself. Later, Herbert H, Wedeven of Northern Music, 
Inc., a distributor of new juke boxes, said the Juke Box 
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Operators Association refused to buy new machines 
even though cafe owners wanted them. 


JUVENILE DELINQUENCY 


Committee. Senate Judiciary Subcommittee on 
Juvenile Delinquency. 

Held Hearing Sept. 27 in Los Angeles. 

Testimony. Police Sgt. Joe Hampton, president of 
the Southern California Juvenile Officers Association, 
said California doctors were allowed by law to sell 
benzedrine pills (‘‘goof balls’’) to juveniles without re- 
strictions and often at great profit. He described one 
sale which led to a ‘‘violent sex orgy’’ and two preg- 
nancies among teen-agers. 

Background. The Subcommittee, headed by Sen. 
Robert ce Hendrickson (R N.J.) held a hearing in San 
Diego Sept. 24, and plans hearings in San Francisco on 
Oct, 4-5. 





POWER CONTRACT 


Committee. Senate Judiciary Anti-Monopoly Sub- 
committee. 

Started Hearings Sept. 28 on the controversial Dixon- 
Yates power contract with the Atomic Energy Com- 
mission, 

Background. The contract, ordered by President 
Eisenhower, would provide for construction of a steam 
generating plant at West Memphis, Ark., by two private 
companies, Middle South Utilities, Inc., and the Southern 
Company -- known as the Dixon-Yates combine (CQ 
Weekly Report, p. 1177). 

Testimovy. Sept. 28. J.D, Stietenroth, former prin- 
cipal financial officer for Mississippi Power and Light 
Company, sari Mississippi power users ‘‘are paying tri- 
bute’’ in unearned dividends for Middle South Utilities, 
Inc., parent company of the Mississippi firm. The wit- 
ness said he lost his job, pension and insurance in 
challenging the ‘‘strangle hold that Wall Street’’ has over 
Mississippi power users. 

Stietenroth said Middle South has created an ‘‘em- 
pire’’ answerable to Wall Street by controlling these sub- 
sidiaries: Arkansas Power and Light Company, Louisiana 
Power and Light Company and the New Orleans Public 
Service, Inc. 

Sept. 29. The Subcommittee asked the AEC to hold 
up signing of the Dixon-Yates contract until the Subcom - 
mittee completes its investigation. 

Sen. John M, Butler (R Md.), sitting in on the hear- 
ings though not a member of the Subcommittee, insisted 
the group was wasting its time because he said the con- 
tract would have to be reviewed by the Joint Atomic 
Energy Committee. 

J. W. Speck, who identified himself as President 
Eisenhower’s pre-convention manager in Arkansas and 
as a Republican candidate for governor in 1950 and 1952, 
testified he has learned that the Arkansas Power and Light 
Company kept what he called at least two sets of books 
on its earnings, and charged the company with enforcing 
‘texcessive rates’’ on Arkansas Consumers. 

Daniel James, Middle South Attorney, presented what 
he said was an auditor’s statement refuting Stietenroth’s 
earlier charge that two sets of books were kept for 
Mississippi power. But Stietenroth said one set of books 
was kept in Mississippi and the other in New York. 








@ 





Sept. 30. Sen. Fstes Kefauver (D Tenn.) said the 
Middle South company may be guilty of violation of laws 
designed to prevent monopolistic control of corporations 
by parent holding companies. 

Stietenroth had testified that officials of the Missis- 
sippi company customarily signed their names to blank 
pages which Middle South later sent to the Securities 
and Exchange Commission in reporting stock trans- 
actions. Kefauver told newsmen he thought the witness 


had outlined a series of ‘‘flagrant violations’’ by Middle 
South. He said he thought Middle South was violating laws 
‘by forcing officers of the Mississippi company to certify 
to representations they cannot possibly know,”’ 


INTERNAL SECURITY 
Committee. Senate Judiciary Subcommittee on In- 
ternal Security. 

Held Hearings Sept. 27-28 on pro-Communist China 
activities by U.S, citizens; Sept. 29 on ‘‘the extent to which 
military opportunities were lost through diplomatic inter- 
vention.”’ 

Testimony. Sept. 27. Subcommittee Chairman 
William E. Jenner (R Ind.) said the group intended to 
investigate Americans who ‘‘gave and are giving aid and 
comfort to the bloody cause of Red China.”’ He said the 
case of William H. Hinton, whom the Subcommittee 
questioned July 27 (CQ Weekly Report, p. 996), showed 
a ‘‘pattern’’ of pro-Communist activities that needed un- 
covering. 

John W. Powell of San Francisco, former editor of 
the China Monthly Review in Shanghai, refused on con- 
stitutional grounds to say whether he had ever been a 
Communist. Three former POW’s in Korea -- Carroll 
Wright, Jr., Maj. William R, Shadish and Cpl. Page 
Thomas Baylor, Jr. -- said Powell’s magazine had been 
used in Chinese Communist indoctrination courses. Clas- 
sifying Powell as ‘‘a murderer,’’ Wright said Powell 
was ‘‘responsible for physical injury to some of the 
prisoners who refused to accept his propaganda,”’ 

A Korean war widow, Mrs. LLauraGill of Kansas City, 
said Powell had written her of the ‘‘lenient’’ treatment 
POW’s received from the Communists. She later learned, 
she said, that her husband had died of malnutrition in a 
Communist camp. 

Sept. 28. Kenneth O, Colgan, former Army sergeant 
and insurance man in China until 1951, called Powell ‘‘a 
typical cog in the Communist wheel,’’ suggested he had 
been sent to the U.S, to promote trade with Red China, 
and said funds for Powell's magazine.came from Com- 
munist propaganda sources. 

Four former POW’s testified that articles from the 
China Review were used in forced indoctrination courses. 
They were MarineLt, Col. John N, McLaughlin, Army 
Capts. Joseph O’Connor and Joseph Manto, and Air Force 
Capt. Waldron Berry. 

(At a press conference, Powell denied he had ever 
been a Communist but said he would not make the state- 
ment under oath because of ‘‘entrapment:’ 

(Chairman Jenner said Sept. 29 he had asked the 
Justice Department to charge Powell with ‘‘treason’’ for 
giving ‘‘substantial aid and comfort to our enemies in 
wartime.’’ The Justice Department had ‘‘no comment’”’ 
on Jenner’s demand, ) 

Sept. 29. Gen. James A, Van Fleet (ret.) described 
his experiences in Greece, as head of a U.S, military 
mission there in 1948-1950, and as commanding general 
of the Eighth Army in Korea in 1951-53. He said State 
Department policyhad been that the Greek government 








must include what he called ‘‘Communists, left wingers 
or collaborators."’ Van Fleet also criticized the failure 
to carry out Gen. Douglas MacArthur's policies in Korea, 
said he believed the Communist Chinese knew their bases 
would not be attacked when they entered the Korean war, 
and advocated severance of diplomatic relations with 
Russia ‘‘as a major dramatic step to prevent World 
War IIl,”’ 


HOUSING PROBE 


Committee. Senate Banking and Currency. 

Concluded hearings in Detroit Sept. 24 on alleged 
irregularities in government-insured housing programs. 
Opened hearings in New York (for the second time) Sept. 
27, Chairman Homer E, Capehart (R Ind.) presiding. Sen. 
Prescott Bush (R Conn.) took over the chair Sept. 30. 
(For background, see CQ Weekly Report, pp. 1188, 1218,) 

Testimony. Sept. 24 (Detroit), Saul Silberman, a 
Baltimore Builder and sportsman, said income taxes had 
not yet been paid on ‘‘windfail’’ profits of a million 
dollars his company made in 1950-51. He testified that 
his firm had made large toans tohimselfand race tracks 
in which he was interested. 

Capehart said Mrs. Ruth Stokes of Detroit had failed 
to answer a subpena for Sept. 23 and was in contempt. 
Mrs. Stokes had been identified by Mildred Redmond as 
the person who arranged a $1,200 home improvement !oan 
used by her husband in a divorce settiment. 

Sept. 27 (New York), Builder David Kent of Brooklyn 
said he made a $3,000 ‘‘friendly loan’’ to Rep. Adam 
Clayton Powell (D N.Y.) two years ago so Powell could 
buy a sports car. Kenttestified the loan had not been re- 
paid, but he expected it would be whenever Powell ‘‘feels 
flush.’’ He said Acy Lennon and William J, Hampton, 
members of Powell's Congressional staff, had each re- 
ceived about $8,000 a year as managers of the inter-racial 
Dorie Miller apartment project which Kent built. 

(In a statement, Powe:l confirmed receiving the loan, 
but said it was a ‘‘personal matter’’ unconnected with 
FHA, He said FHA records would show he never inter - 
ceded for Kent or any other builder. Powell termed the 
investigation of the Dorie Miller project ‘‘a Republican- 
sponsored drive to destroy what little nonsegregation has 
been started in housing.’’) 

Attorney Abraham Traub(CQ Weekly Report, p, 1166) 
was asked to explain expenses listed in his 1950-52 in- 
come tax, turned his books over to the Committee. 

Sept. 30. New Jersey builder Joseph J, Brunetti said 
he took FHA officials on yacht trips and gave several of 
them Christmas presents at a time when he was reaping 
more than $1 million in ‘‘windfalls.’’ Alsotestifying about 
their ‘‘windfalls’’ were Calman Klein, Morton Pickman, 
Haskell Hess and Bernard Weinberg. 

Other developments. 

A charge that the FHA had become ‘‘riddled with 
corruption under the Truman Administration’’ was con- 
tained ina letter released Sept. 24 by Assistant Attorney 
General Warren Olney III. 

Sen, Albert Gore (D Tenn.) Sept 24 charged the timing 
of the ney charge was motivated by ‘‘politics.”’ 

President Eisenhower Sept. 27 declared, ‘‘The integ- 
rity of the FHA has been restored.’’ 

Eleven men and seven women were indicted Sept. 30 
in Detroit by a federal grand jury investigating FHA home 
improvement loans. 

The FHA Oct. | put into effect a series of rules de- 
signed to strengthen and safeguard the home improvement 
loan program. 
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CORRECTIONS 


To increase the reference value of its current and 
permanent material, CQ periodically publishes correc- 
tions and clarifications for its Weekly Report. CQ cor- 
rects major errors as they are noted and assembles other 
corrections for your convenience at the end of each 
quarter. Corrections are also printed in the quarterly 
index. 

First quarter corrections appear on Page A-68 
(Weekiy Report of April 2, 1954), Congressional Record 
vote corrections for Jan. 6 through May 25 are found on 
Page A-112 (Weekly Report of May 28, 1954). Second 
quarter corrections appear on Page 818 (Weekly Report 
of June 25, 1954), 

Corrections in the 1954 Weekly Report: 

Page 311, Column 1 -- Fifth registrant should read 
‘‘S.H, Grauten’’ (not Gravten), 

Page 326, Column 1, -- Paragraph 1, line 1 should 
read ‘‘Frank K, Woolley”? (not Wolley), 

Page 359, Column 2 -- Paragraph 6, line 3 under 
‘Atomic Energy’’ should read ‘‘of the Sandia Corpora- 
tion’’ (not Sandria), 

Page 704, Column 2 -- Paragraph |, line 8 under 
‘Merchant Ships’’ should read ‘‘sponsoring S 3546’’ (not 
S 3545), 

Page 798, Column 2 -- Paragraph 3, line 1 should 
read ‘Twelve of the 22 Representatives’’ (not Eleven), 

Page 798, Column 2 -- Paragraph 5, line 7 should 
read ‘‘(R Wyo.), and Carl T, Curtis (R Neb.)’’ (adding 
Curtis’ name), 

Page 798, Column 2 -- Paragraph 7, line 4 should 
read ‘‘(R Ky.), Edward J, Hart’’ (deleting Curtis’ name), 

Page 822 -- Chart legend, Col. 4, should read 
‘‘percentage on 33 roll calls’’ (not 73), 

Page 831, Column | -- Paragraph 4, delete last 
sentence, starting ‘‘There is no controls bill, etc.’’ 

Page 843, Column | -- Last paragraph, last line 
should read ‘Standing, 179-15:; tellers 179-164’’ (not 
Standing, 179-164), 

Page 856, Column 1 -- Paragraph |, line 2 should 
read ‘‘and Selma Borchardt’’ (not Borchard), 

Page 862, Column | -- Paragraph 3, line 1 under 
‘*Kansas’’ should read ‘‘former two-term governor of 
Kansas’"’ (not lowa), 

Page 866, Column 2 -- Paragraph 3, line 3 under 
‘*Texas’’ should read ‘‘have put up Ted R, Adams (R) of 
Crockett for governor’’ (not Senate), 

Page 866, Column 2 -- Paragraph 3, line 4 under 
‘*Texas’’ should read ‘‘of the party in the state, for the 
Senate’”’ (not for governor), 

Page 888, Column | -- Paragraph 2, line 1 under 
‘Farm Program”’ should read ‘‘favorably reported, 11-2, 
an’’ (not 13-2), 

Page 892, Column 2 -- First two paragraphs, start- 
ing ‘‘Ernest Angell, etc.’’ and ending ‘‘Relations Advisory 
Council’’, should follow sixth paragraph under ‘‘Testi- 
mony’’ at top of Column 1. 


Copyright 1954 Congresssonal 


PAGE 1246 Quarterly News Features 


Page 897, Column | -- Paragraph 1, line 4 should 
read ‘‘by about $230 million a year’’ (not billion), 

Page 901, Column 1 -- Head at top of column | should 
read ‘‘Ex-Senator Files’’ (not Ex-Representative), 

Page 901, Column 1 -- Paragraph 1, line 1 should 
read ‘‘Ex-Sen. James P, Kem’’ (not Ex-Rep.), 

Page 918, Column 2 -- Paragraph 2, line 1 under 
‘Federal Pay Increase’’ should read ‘‘reported S 2665"’ 
(not HK 8093), 

Page 925, Column 2 -- Paragraph 1, line 5 should 
read ‘‘plus. S 3052, as reported’’ (deleting HR 9680 and), 

Page 932, Column | -- Paragraph 5, line 3 should 
read ‘‘for less than 105 per cent of che support price 
plus cai rying charges’’ (deleting of parity and rewording). 

Page 937, Column | -- In registration of Ruth H, 
Tegtmeyer, salary should read ‘‘$9,600 annually plus 
reimbursable expenses’’ (not $8,600), 

Page 1004, Column 1 -- Paragraph 1, line 1 should 
read ‘‘Miss Dorothy Higinbotham’’ (not Doroghy). 

Page 1005, Column 2 -- Paragraph 9, line 1 under 
‘Law and Public Relations’’ should read ‘‘Selvage, Lee 
& Chase’’ (not Salvage), 

Page 1064 chart -- Line 2 under ‘‘Business’’ should 
read ‘‘National Federation of Independent Business’’ (not 
National Association of Independent Business), 

Page 1097 chart -- Add the following footnotes at 
the bottom of Key Votes chart: *Nebraska: Vote cast by 
Butler (R) or Griswold (R), *North Carolina: Vote cast 
by Hoey (D). *Wyoming: Vote cast by Hunt (D). 

Page 1109, Column 2, box -- Paragraph 3, line 2 
syould read ‘‘the Senate, despite two filibusters, passed 
1,696'" (not 1,916), 

Page 1109, Column 2 box -- Senate legislation 
passed in the 1954 session should read Senate bills, 685 
(not 804); House bills, 799 (not 892); Senate Joint Reso- 
lutions, 21 (not 22); House Joint Resolutions, 25 (not 26); 
Senate Concurrent Resolutions, 29 (not 31); House Con- 
current Resolutions, 31 (not 30); and Simple Resolutions, 
106 (not 111), 

Page 1145, Column 2 -- Paragranh 1, line 4 should 
read ‘‘coattails in 1952’" (not 1954), 

Page 1157, Column | -- Paragraph 3, line 4 under 
‘*Pennsylvania’’ should read ‘‘Green moved his family out 
of the 33rd ward to the 4lst ward. Both wards are in his 
district. The GOP nominee is Francis P, McCusker. 
Doubtful.’’ (deleting last two sentences, starting ‘‘Green 
moved out of, etc.), 

Page 1164, Column 1 -- Paragraph 5, line 4 should 
read ‘‘But he voted against a recommital motion that 
killed the Administration’s health reinsurance program”’ 
(rewording to change vote), 

Page 1180, Column | -- Paragraph 5, line 7 should 
read ‘‘of the now-defunct’’ (not non-defunct), 

Page 1192, Column | -- Paragraph 4, line 1 under 
‘‘Probe Highlights’’ should read ‘‘Seventeen Senate 
inquiries’’ (not sixteen), 








congressional quiz. 





. Q--Is it a much harder job to be President nowa- 
days than it used to be? 


A--The workload is certainly heavier. For in- 
stance, George Washington received 118 bills to 
sign into law throughout the entire lst Congress, 
and Dwight Eisenhower 1,783 during the 83rd. 
Washington prepared the federal budget on one 
sheet of paper, while the latest Presidential budget 
fills an 1,182-page volume running to more than 
1.5 million words. In 1791 President Washington 
appointed 65 persons to federal jobs; in 1954Mr. 
Eisenhower made some 3,400 civilian nominations 


Q--I’m mad because someone mailed me an un- 
signed circular attacking my favorite candidate 
for Senator. What can I do about it? 


A--Report it to the postal authorities if the sender 
isn’t identified. Federal law forbids publishing 
or distributing any political material concerning 
anyone running for Congress, unless it contains 
the name of the individual or group who put it out. 
The anonymous sender can be fined up to $1,000 
or jailed for a year, or both. 


Q--What’s the most a Congressman can spend to 
get elected? 


A--For Senatorial candidates, the maximum per-~ 
missible under federal law in general elections 
(not primaries) is $10,000, or three cents times 
the total number of votes cast for Senator in that 
state’s last general election -- but not more than 
$25,000 if the three-cent method is used. For 
House candidates, the limit is $2,500, or three 
cents for each vote in that district, but not more 
than $5,000. However, a candidate’s personal ex- 
penses, or money put out for his travel, stationery 
postage, and most kinds of printing aren’t covered 
by the limitation. Several states set lower limits 
and have laws dealing with primaries as well, 
which must be observed. 


Q--What sort of chance does a bill introduced in 
Congress have to become law? 


A--The odds against the average bill being en- 
acted into law are much greater than they used 
to be. During the first 10 Congresses, some 1,750 
measures were introduced and about 1,100 -- 
more than 60 per cent -- reached the status of law. 
However, the number of newly offered bills grew 
by leaps around the beginning of this century, 
reaching a peak of 44,000 in the 1909-1911 Cong- 
ress. In recent Congresses the number intro- 
duced has usually ranged between 10,000 and 


17,000, with 1,000-2,000 becoming law. The ty- 
pical newly introduced bill today has only about 
one chance in eight of passing both houses. 


. Q--I recall a lot of Congressional investigations 
going on in the past couple of years. Did the 
recent Congress set a record? 


A--The 83rd Congress had launched 215 inquiries 
by Sept. 26, according to a Congressional Quart- 
erly survey. This figure falls short ofthe record 
236 probes undertaken by the 82nd -- sometimes 
called the ‘‘investigatingest’’ Congress in history 
-- during 1951-52. But still a few more probes 
are forthcoming before the 84th Congress con- 
venes. Chief subject for probing in the 83rd was 
internal security and communism which occupied 
29 Congressional inquiries. 


Q--How much do Congressional investigations 
cost? 


A--Probers in the 83rd Congress were authorized 
to spend $8.2 million, of which $3.7 million had 
actually been spent by mid-1954. Out of each 
probe dollar, about 93 cents goes for salaries 
and seven cents for administrative items suchas 
travel and hearings. Despite the fact it received 
the most publicity, the investigations group head- 
ed by Sen. Joseph R, McCarthy (R Wis.) got less 
money than some other committees, Estimates 
on the total cost of investigations don't include, 
of course, the numerous outlays of time and money 
by persons outside Congress like those involved 
in the long Army-McCarthy hearings. 


. Q--Are Congressional investigations something 
new? 


A--No, the lawmakers first began probing in i792, 
when they sought the reasons General St. Clair’s 
expedition against the Indians had failed. Since 
then only three Congresses haven't conducted 
legislative inquiries, and every single Adminis- 
trationhas come under the probers’ scrutiny. 
The conduct of every warinwhichthe U, §, fought. 
except the Spanish-American War, has been in- 
vestigated by Congress. 


NOTE: CQ Almanac and Weekly Report pages on 
which additional data may be found: 1953 Almanac -- 
(3) 40-56; 1954 Weekly Report -- (5), (6), (7) 1189- 
1204. 
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the week in congress 





Th e V erdi ct The Select Senate Committee studying censure charges against 

Sen. Joseph R. McCarthy (R Wis.) came upwith its verdict Sept. 
27...And the news wasn’t good for the Wisconsin Senator. The Committee said Mc- 
Carthy should be censured for defying an Elections Subcommittee in 1951-52 and for 
abusing Brig. Gen. Ralph W, Zwicker. Thetribunal gave McCarthy the benefit of the 
doubt on three other censure categories, while severely criticizing him on all three. 
McCarthy served notice he disagreed with the findings and would defend himself 
when the Senate reconvenes Nov. 8. 








Committee Highlights 


Housing Probe shifted to New York City, included 
testimony from a builder who said he made a $3,000 
‘friendly loan’’ to a Democratic Congressman. 


Internal Security Committee of Senate heard former 
Shanghai editor John W, Powell and Gen. James A, 
Van Fleet (ret.), 


Political Windmill 


The political windmill began turning in earnest 
this week, as orators in both parties hit the cam- 
paign trail. 





The star GOP performer, President Eisen- 
hower, made a pitch for the labor vote in a Sept. 
24 speech at the AFL convention in Los Angeles. 
The day before, at the Hollywood Bowl, Mr. Eisen- 
hower made a frank appeal for electionofa Repub- 
lican 84th Congress. 


Labor Racketeering probe uncovered evidence in 
Cleveland that union leaders were using 15 per cent 
of a health and welfare fund for administrative pur- 


poses. 


Communist Aggression inquiry turned to Latin 
America, heard tape-recorded testimony from Gua- 
temalan President Carlos Castillo Armas on how his 
nation is ‘‘gutted by years of Communist misrule."’ 








Democrats were far from silent. Sen. Estes 
Kefauver (D Tenn.) said Sept. 26 that ‘‘the great 
crusade of the Republicans hag faltered, sputtered, 
backed up and stopped.’’ And House Speaker 
Joseph W, Martin (R Mass.) was depicted as cast- 
ing more than 20 votes ‘‘in direct opposition’’ to 
President Eisenhower's views. 





Power Contract scheduled to be awarded to the Dixon- 
Yates combine came under increasing fire as a form- 
er utility company executive said ‘‘ Wall Street’’ pow- 
er interests have a ‘‘stranglehold’’ on Mississippi 
power users. 














Juvenile Delinquency probers in Los Angeles heard Coffee Probe was scheduled to resume Oct. 12 in an 





that doctors are permitted to sell ‘‘goof balls’’ to 
juveniles. 


effort to draw up legislation to avert ‘‘repetitior of 
the spiralling coffee prices.’ 





Behind The Headlines 


Republicans supported the Presi- 
dent more consistently than Demo- 
crats during the 83rd Congress, but 
the opposition chipped in crucial 
votes to make most of his legisla- 
tive victories possible. 


On 198 clear-cut tests of support 
for the President’s program and 
leadership, Congressional Quart- 
erly found that Republicans voted 
‘*with’’ Mr. Eisenhower 72 per cent 
of the time, while the Democrats 
scored 45 per cent. 


The President won 164 of the tests 
and lost 34. Without support from 
at least some Democrats, he would 
have lost 121 of the 164 victories. 
CQ’s figures for the 1954 session 
alone show that Mr. Eisenhower 





Stories here are summaries of 
the week’s events. For Weekly 
Report pages with more details, 
check Contents on the cover. 











needed Democratic help in 63 of 90 
victories. Helost 25 times. Active 
Support scores for 1954: Republi- 
cans, 72 per cent; Democrats, 43 
per cent. 


Meantime, death claimed veteran 
Senate Democrat Pat McCarran 
(Nev.). Appointed to replace him 
was a Republican, Ernest Brown, 
Reno attorney and Eisenhower back- 
er. Whether Nevada would hold an 
election for the McCarran seat 
Nov. 2 still was in question. 


Copyright 1954 Congressional 


Quarterly News Features 





